


VOLUME XXXI. 
1886-87. 


OCTOBER 30, 1886, TO OCTOBER 29, 1887. 





LONDON: 27, CHANCERY 
1887 | 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
Printers, 
LONSDALE BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C 


ABE TS EO Tr ae OME RE 


Sp PE PIS yn 


Avery 
Banke 
ay 

er 
Baran 
Barke 
Barne 
don 
Berni 
Mill 
Birmi 
Lon 


= SREETE EPR 





© 
2 


go 


SSGEREEREESS ac S2ECEEEEEEE 


bebe 
= 









ah a 


Redan eae 


Sh need 


remy 


("Seto test) 
martha Dartmouth 


Court of Appeal. 


Adam Eyton Ddsstied). Re, 623 

Adams v Batley, 347 

Alicard v Skioner, 634 

Apthorpe v Apthorpe, 461 

Arbitration tween any, of 
State and Fletcher, Re, 200 

Arden, Re, 675 

Arnott v Hayes, 67 

Avery’s Patent, Re, 863, 643 

Bankes v Small, 591, 624 

Dennetype BA Direct Spanish Tele- 
graph 

Barangah hon: Refining Co, Re, 607 

Barker v Purvis, 155 

ts, Hoares, & > v South Lon- 

don Tramway Co, 47 

Bernina, The, p on il and Others v 
Mills and Others, 216 

Birmingham and District Land Co v 
oo and North-Western Railway 

30, 1 

Biscoe v Jackson, 410 

Blaiberg v Beckett, 9 

Blake v Mayor and Corporation of 
London, 492 

x y Natal Land and Colonization 


pore v Coaks, - 
Bray v Gardener, 23 
Buckmaster v Bictacster, 284 
Herbs 3 v Thomas and Lioyd, 557 
——- bell v Campbell, 378 
Casebourne & Co v Houston 
and Avery & Co, 659 
——_ v Royto, 6) 676 
Coombe v Carter, 676 
Clough, “—% Bradford Commercial 
Joint-Stock Banking Co vy Cure, 268 
Coleman v er 75 
Collier vy Chadwick. 
Commercial Bank st South Australia, 


Re, 10 
Counsell v London and Westminster 
Loan and ou Co, 702 
Cox, Patterson, & Co v Bruce & Co, 108 
Crears v Hunter, 642 
Crompton v Anglo-American Brush 
lectric -, ht Corporation, 363 
unns v Burn, 231 
Crossley, Re 


Munns v Burn, 347 

Crowther v f, Mans 
Croydon Union, Geiptiene of v Guar- 

dians of Reigate Union, 507 
Dadswell v Jacobs, 200 
Davies Brothers & ag M Davies, 691 
Dawes v Fountaine, 23 
— v Great = Railway 


Dyott, ~ *N evill, 258 
oe Vv London Joint-Stock Bank, 76 
ek ge Hill & Hymans, 702 
Ebotles’ Hotels and Restaurant Co 
ited) v Jonas and Brothers, 284 
Eden v Wi Iron and Coal Co, 188 
Eden v Moda yo _— and Iron Co, 378 
Ellis v Stewart, 
Esdaile v City of citi: Union, 642 
Falcke v The Scottish Imperial aie 
surance Oo, 108 
a v Cobb, 330 
po (Ail v Bond, 677 477 
‘Tallerman, 60 
Scart v "Lo d, mee 
Gowan v Wright, 14 
Acason v Peeawesl, 316 


grey, Re, 
Hall v Bromley, 44 fon 
arris Vv Rothwell, 39: 


& Co 











558 

arwood, Re, 44 

lastings, ye Halet v Hastings, 347 

lelmore v Smi 

obson and Loy Re, 478 

Hockey v Evans and Another, 231 

Hotchkin’s Settled Estates, Re, 284 

: v Little, 9 

H , and West Riding Rail- 
way Co v Yorkshire and Derbyshire 

Coal Co, 315 


jes}er| ee] 














cadywall Phinine O Cov Brookes ; Lady- 

2 Huggons, 393 
parte Oonelig. aa - ~a mee Oo, Re, 
Lea V Facey, 642 


Lever v Goodwin, 
Linwood v aouees, 410 


Sneeroners v| vanes Te 


Q. B. D:, | 


arsant v Blaine, Macdonald, & Co, | 


>, Themes 


fis pice. 
sire Me | Meat a |apasNR 





REPORTS OF CASES. 
Fi ie tea real SES ran 
Association, Ciaimants, 408 : Buil 
Mallets’ Heuer puta Another, 141, 343 | Watkins v Evans, = susthonnas 
oes Oe v Earl of Shrews' Y | wore’ fay errs a 
Martin, Re; Land, Building, Invest- | ween.’ Neal, 69 on Si a 


ment, and ‘Cottage Improvement Oo 


v Martin, 232 
Marrett, Ro. Chalmers v Wingfield, | 


Mills’ Estate, 
Mineral Water Sttle Exchange an1 
fogs Protection Society v Booth. & 
‘0, 
Morgan, Re, Owen v ree 
Morgan Vv Hardy 


arty), 346 
Mowatt v Castle a and Ironworks 


Muffett, Re, Jones v Mason, 442 
Mutrie v Binney. 394 
Mysore Reefs Gold Mining Co, Re, 


Nathan, Newma Co, + ila 
Naylor and Bpondia, fe, 

Ne ew Olty t Vv Aden tes 

New City Oonstitutional Club, Re, 


Nowmaé & C67 Biine-0illeda, abs 
Newpors. (i (Monmouth) Slipway Co v 
ayn 

Norman oF Another v Ricketts, 124 

North Central Wagoa Oo v Man- 
chester, ea and Lincolnshire 
mn ge Co, 124, 300 

North South-Western Junction 
ph ay Co v sony Union 
one 


ee it) v Tailby, 75 

Oppert v it, 216 

Oriental Bank Corporation, Re, 597 

Owens Co! 'v Overseers 
of the Poor of Ghorlton-upon-Med. 
lock, 200 

Palliser v Gurney, 648 

Palmer v Mallett, 64 

Parker, Re, and h’s }Oomtenst, 252 


Peperno v Harmiston, 154 
Picker v London — County Banking 


Co emp | nas 
Pike, Sons & Co v Ongley and Thorn- 
ton 877 
Platt, Re, 607 
Price, Re, 201 
Proctor v ee. a 
na Ds olland ; eener, Claimant, 


pase Wi 
Queen ¥ ie Boller Works Go, 00. 


Prosecution of J. Pritch- 
a re ee 





eee Ne Loan Associati vn 
| Rust v Victoria Graving Dock Co, 908 
| Sailing Ship Garston Oo v Hiskie, Bor- 
oe 

Sara,” Fa Dabur ¥ Crwnees of Ship 
scheme e 
Prat, et 


be Pesbh and 
Bion Collage, — y Te parte Corporation 


south” Wales 
me at Mineral Railway Co v 


spencers Wil Ba, v Strang. 





Gwenpton, Re [an Tabens 
Sutndal tad Aavteer y belkeley and 
Another, 
Symonds v I Bonds 
omas ¥ ity, 
et v Guapertil,97 
Tussaud, 





| Williams 


River Ds Co, 441 


Wasaber, Re, Ohristian v Whitaker, 


| White v Peto, 44 


| Whorwood, Re, Ogle v Lord Sher- | 


Wixhea, Be ee ee | 


Mineral So, 60 


! Willmott v’ London Celluloid Co 


ws Limited), 93 
ilson and Greene, Re, 27 


High Court. 

n (I — Re, 427 
custs, 
cade- 


ic, Re, 89 
Palace Ass dciatioa, ie, 353, 379 
es v Simes, 


444 





A 


arndla) Re, 560 

Ashworth v Lord, 098 

Ashworth v Munn, 

Attorney-General 4 , wea Dock and 





202 
Biegel’s (J. Lge Tee 478 
Co v 


London and North-Western fall 
Co, 94, 478 iad 


Blaine’s Trust, Re, 126 
Bolen y Mila 

“oa and Colonization 
Bosville v Attorney-General, 098 
Boyd v Farrar, 659 

Brewster v Prior, 136, 448 on 

. Marine Association y 

Briton Life 

Bropd-strost a, ani 
ana | Buckland, Francis (deceased), 201 
and | Buoknall’s (Limited), 
Burrows v H. , 879 

Burton, 4 Burvin y Burton, 00 





len, Re, Simes 
Anglo. Montana Mining ¢ Oo “Limi: ‘ed), 


| pe 


FP. 
| Eten vy Weardals 
302 


i 





| Edwards v 
Falke 9 Vv 










































| Edmonds v poate 


Steel = Insurance 















































































Kelty v Stevens, 1% or of Liverpool, 318 Blair and Girling v Cordner, 560, 662 
Old Brewery Co (Limited), Pee Reichel Vv Mey. ishop of Oxto , 184 Boswell v Coaks, 509, 661 
Re, 10 Reeve v Fowle . 29 eee Great Western Railway Oo, 
v Attrill, 142 | Rhodes, Re, Rhodes v pueden, e 2 
v Chamberlayne, 679 | Richardson, H. T. (D Castle (G Dag Pe 
Re, Knight v Burgess, 285 | Shuldham v Royal National Lileboat | = Lawton v Elwes, 256 
Knight, Re, Knight v er, 644 | _ Institution, 478 Cray v we no, 
Lacon V 364 | Richards, Re, Shenstone v Brock, 592 Curtis and 
amber. ( sed), 125 | Riley to Streatfield, Re, 142 D’Azegom, Ex Ex parte, In In “the Matter of 
Land, Building, Investment, and Cot- | Rob v Rob, 494 
tage Improvement Co v Martin. _* | berts, Re, Evans vy Thomas, 558 Euroa Vv Gamsior, 20 
s ooeaeaten Priors Gas Co, v Davis, 95 | Rollason, Re, Rollason v Rollason, 233 | Eley. Re, 662, j 
Lea, Re, Lea v Cooke, 254 | Royal Liver Friendly Society, Re, 269 | Faulkner, Re, 661 
v Leigh, 94 . Tiplady v Royal Liver Friendly | Ford v Inc rated Law Society, 430 
v Cave, 11, 360 Society, 575 le v Ki 
Lever & Co, vy Goodwin Bros, 110 Ruddiman’s Trusts, Re, 271, 331 Grey’s Bre Oo Re, 219 
Loder, Re, 28 St Andrew's. Hospital, Northampton, ; Guy v Chur 
London and Provincial Electric Light- 





ing and svaet Co (Limited), Re, 
Hale’s Case, 1 
versed te Bank (Limited), 
London, May of a and Desparetion of, Ex 
on College, 61 | 
dv ae Bite 


He, Blythe v Baumgartner, 233 | 
Ps Queensland National Bank | 


mow Beng 


pee 


Ae of, v Hamp- | 


io In the setter of an Appli- 
cation for a Rule for a, 2 
Re, Marcus v biceeen: 645, 678 | 
Margary and Another v Robinson, 111 | 
Marret, Re, Chalmers v Wingfield, 286 
Marshfield, Re, Marshfield vy Hutch- 


Mofital! Attendance Assurance Asso- 


ciation. 46 
Meller’s Will, Re, 704 

. Melachrino & Co. vy Melachrino 
- — Co, 410 


Mineral Water Bottle Exchange and | 
Trade Protection Societies (Limited) 
and J. Cox v Booth & Co, 626 

Meatenv Land Corporation of Eng- 


— v Moore, Chadwick, & Griffiths, 


—vM 110 

Morgan, Re, Owen v Morgan, 462 

Murray Son ged 508 

Neal v 

Neath Harbour 4g ww * pa Rolling 
Works (Limited), Re. 4 

N a), The, 000 

“ad bourne hey Mi'ls Co, 


Neveport (Mon Slipway Co (Limited', 
Ni Edward, Re, 9 
North Brasitian pam Dany Factories (Lim- | 
ited), Re, 125 
Northumberland, Duke of, vy Bowman 


& Sons v Dalton, 591 
v Callaghan, 269 


+ Fisher 9% 
¥ Chatham Local Local Board, 576 
Bank Corporation, Re, ‘363, 492 | 
Association, 233 | 
ia and Investment 
Parkinson, Re, In the Matter of a| 
Prosecution by the Treasury, Reg. Vv) 


"Re, Partington ¥ Allen, 708 | 


Femtan ety theo 


eee Y SS 


oO’ 


Or 





a" 
ae 


Peehe Deones So, v Gospel Oak 
ite Ga it Jones, Claimant, 29 | 


Pilsen Soul ana Ge General Electric Light 
Co, Re, 128 ™ | 


een” 4 orpe, 143 


arehouse Co, v Bristol | 





Purset and Green v Duke of Bedford, | 


ae | Weston v 
Petre a), Re, Lord Petre v Petre, 


Peed Portisheat Fi r Railway Co, 54 | 
-Ateneral vy 

Powell (Deceased), ' O17 

Prater, (Deceased), Ra, 660 

Price. In the Goods of, 348 


Appleby. Re, 36 
Reg. v Judge of City of London Court, | Soi ewal ¥ Ccsuich, 79 











v Shears , 608 Harris yg aad Goodale, Re, 255, 365 
St  Botolph w without Bishopsgate Parish | H erbert, Re, 235 
Estate, Re, 380 Hester v Hester, 203 
Savile v Couper, 679 Hettihewage Siman pla v Queen's 
Schmidt's Trade-Mark, Re, 234 Advocate, Ceylon, 1 





— (otherwise Sebright) v Sebright, | Hilleary and 1 Tay lor, Re, 495 
Holloway, ie ctor), He, 4 Vv envy, 

Sedewick v Hellier, 6¢ ones (a 
Seyton, Re, Sageca” ’ Satterth waite, = Re = i e (Solicitors), 

270 
| Sheth v Batchow. vengeem,, & Co oe poe may hd gore, se, Ex Re 

e ae nage — ommissioners, conan. ay’ 

Shaw v Gervan, 3 etropolitan ‘and District ways 
Sheffield , ah AF 6, v Guardians Ace 186 

of Sheffield Union, 271 Macdougall v Knight, 332 
Sheri Hata Go imito) Tha, | Seen Seige a 

orthorn Dairy Co mited), v rne Vv im 

479 ee Park, Alfred (Solicitor). Re, Ex parte 
Simpson’s Trusts, Re, 607 Incorpors Law Society, 444 
Smeed, Deane, & Co (Limited!, v A. | Peace and Eilis, Re, $1 

Cumberland, 659 Phillips, Ex parte. Re Watson, 523 
Smith, Re, Clements v Ward, 428 ———-. Re, Postlethwaite v 


Smith, Re, Lord v Hayward, 598 

Smyth v A Ss, 479 

Smythe v Smythe, 255 

Somerset (Duke of), Re, Thynne v St 
Maur, 233 


r). 

63 
» Re, 509 
iderton, 


BS 
= 
@ 
» 
- 
@ 
—3 
Har 
& 





Somerset, Ke, 559 pmneae Ex parte, Re 
Soper v Arnold, 331 Mousey, 
Stanley v Mayor, Aldermen, and Citi- Scarlett, Re, 46 


po menrie In the matter of a, 63 


zens of the City of Norwich, 348 
taniar v Evans, 157 


Stewart v West Derby Burial Board, 





(Pe Geese, ter 
eT 


Cases before the Vacation 
Judge. 





Ackerman-Lawrence v Bouvet, Ladu- “4 
bay, & G0. 78 734 cE 





17 
| Alliance Supply Stores (Lisaivedy, SS, 


Automatic og 
(Limited) v t, 705 t 
vn v , 773 
v La Trinidad (Limited), 
nt Bill's Wild West Cov * 


726, 734 
Cone 745 
tee og Oe) Bensaude, 754 
Doré v Peco: 


Dove v Rurindon, 784 
uel CoBous v Chichester, 762 
uestrian aud Public Buildings Co 


Marquis of Bristol,73s 


G 44 
Howe Machine Go (Limited), They 782 
I Re, Ex parte Hanson, 705 

, > AA ees 

Law aw (W F) and we. Nichol's & Co; ~ 


v 
of Sheffield, 
Midalosex Manufsoturing Co (Linitoar 





Sykes, Re Deceased). 1 
Wadsworth, Re, oad Sugden, 30 


155 
Stokes v Stokes, 77 





} 
} 
Strick v Swansea Tin Plate Co, 660 | Ward Vv Marshail, 429 
Tacon v National Standard Land | Whitehead v Hall, 445 
Mortgage Co, 217 Wray, Aaron, Re, 495, 577 
Tapscott v Tapscott, 61 
_— Vv ero Y* ing 2 ge AS Co, 335 
ompson, in the Goods of, 18 
| Tomkinson v South-Eastern Railway Bankruptcy Cases. 
Togo’ ’s Trusts, Re, 49 Bette Ex pertet Board of Ernie, 462 
| Toomer, Re, Hughes v Bennett, 678 Black, E Ret st . 
| Towgood v Pirie & Sons, 254 Bischoffshelm ‘x ne Aiea 
| poem! Rees, 645, as * parte, Ay’ * 
Trufo! Trafford v c, 661 
| Tucker. Re, ” Bouchier Vv Gordon, 270 Boar d of Trade, a ge Re Brunner, 
| Fameel ining Oo, He, A —, Re Stain 
rer, Inthe of, 
T: . Broderic Es pel eT i Beetham, 349 
= ej of ed ty = Kent and Brown, Bx parte, He M M’ Henry, a6 
urgess, x Burgess, 
| | United Telephone Co, v Walker, 155 Caer, Ex parte, Re ( Carr, 96 
be 2 oth Vv A -_pmmmacas Boiler Feeder Feast, Ex pomee, Re Feast, 20 ais 
3 oreman. parte, Hann, 
| Vernon v eee Ss Gibson, Ex parte, Re Lamb, 217 
Walker v General Mutual Investment gos Ex parte, He sammene and 
mom Jorg pe oa “ioe parte, The Conese, 78 
- ay Gonsey, 06 Langwo rth “pate lane 
Ward, Lock, & Co y Scott, 94 ~ 7, O08 ’ 
REM owett v Warde Lindsey, x parte, Re 
; rowett v Warden, 234 , 
| Watson, Re, Carlton v Cariton, 608 Loh, & Co, Ex parte, arte, Be oa 
Webster v they, 478 Nelson, Ex Ex parte, Re Hockad 
Whiteley v Bar! orton, Ex parte, By 
Whistler and Hichardson, Re, 600 Orica! Heodiver, Ex a Gould, 
| ba pe ens - maveony v Say or, 2 ae so 143 ve 
ing wen, . 
von * a ¥ Fryer, is Paterson, Bx parte, Ite Rathbone, 627 
Williams Re, Jones v Williams, 678 Payne, ites Castle Mail 
Williams’ Trusts, Re, 626 ete Co, 62 
| Willismson v Farnell, 399 Rawlings, Ex parte, Re Cleaver, 218 
Tinter v Baker, 4 Saville, Ex pases, Be ville, 680 
i ork, Re (deceased), Atkinson y | Saver, Ex parte, 0 
Boel Pe a 
Ye — ( way Co, v Mullan, 379 ate. Ex parte, Re Tidewell, ir 
seangtare ins Of, May 0 Todd, Ex parte, Re Ashcroft, 49 
' 
Solicitors’ Cases. Bastion Cases. 
| ales. Re, 78, 185 Arch v feniind 
Hythe, In atter of a Municipal 
ae the Borough ¢ of, 366 





Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and 
lection of Reyising 

| = the Borough of Higham Ferrers, 
| Munson v Odiam ; Musnon v Jordan ; © 


Mungon v Donald, 
| Pedder v Eiloart, 


od, 108 4 
Plake v 744, 796 ; 
take v Hall, 144,706, Etherington © 
717 


), Re, Bett © 


Ed Ship Owning Go (Limited), ai 
Taunton v Falla, 762, 772 F 
tion of Stratford-uyon-A¥0m, 772 
Tasker y Prion 73, 

rr, > 
West of England Paper Mills Oo 


Woot! ’s LA ips codite Protection Co 


Judges’ Chambers. 
Elkington v Fraser, 381 


County Courts. 
Bigot Ay Eastern Land and ~ 
Lowe, Wi ter. Re, 797 


Ne coset Wat 
pe tte, Re Wilson, 578 


Criminal Law Cases. . 
Evans v Leadon and North-Western 


and Great het 
——— rm Railway Oos, 883° 
—-—vG 198 
—— v Juby, 128 a 
-—-Vv , 338 3 
Assize Cases. 








Guardians of the Th U q 
oitiatOmaar = 







sir Bhingleton Too Oo (Limited) 708 
sii Badorside, fic, Bell and Others v 


(Limited), Re, 726 a. 


SSSR SSos ee toe ee ews 





SP <> @ 66) bated ck anki et 






on 


sadu- 


6 
orpora- 
imited) 
s2, and 
\sessors 
‘errers, 


ordan ; 


riogton 
te, Bett 


),7 
thers v 


imited), =%» 


orpora- | 


712 


fills Oo 


stion Co 


and and 


gon, 578 


es. 
- Western 


y Cos, 333 


y Unionv | 














The Solicitors Journal. sete” 


VOL. 





. Hoe | P 
S : 
~ 
- 
i es ‘ 
: ? . Tt @ i 





XXXII, 


pYrceers 











CASES REPORTED THIS WEEK. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. ip Reefs Gold Mining 


soeemaenere 10 





Biaiberg v. Beckett <...~..0se0++-- 9 ‘ on.) Bhipway, 
Commereial Bank of South Aus- hag 3% Lyne eas Seite tie 11 
trading Fle... +.ddictdascdiniocdsvae 10 de a Week 
Hughes ¥. Little.cadsccasncdcscctena 9 Reporter 
Jones ¥. Byans aset sks aesecsicee 21. | Cadman v. y and Guan ongans 1 
Keswick Old Brewery Co. (Lim.), Guardians of Sheppey v. Overseers 
Re o* Ce00es aes tee Fer eee eree merece 10 of Elmley See eRe eeeeereee eens seas 15 
Leslie V, OAV Vedied icc sect cicsedede T1 Hubbard, Exparte. In re Hardwick 2 
London and Provincial Wilectric Lewis v. Ramsdale + edasan tae -endee 8 
Lighting and Power Oo. (Lim., Reg. v, Inhabitants, of South- 
Re; Hale’s Oase. ......+<s pis dpige 10 AMPLON siccan werdadssedenceceeses 1 
Phosphor Bronze Oo. v. Gospel Reg. v. Justices of General Assess- 
Oak, &e., Wire Co. ...csc.ccccess 21 ment Sessions .--<.-.cccscesesceee 12 
The Gas’ Light and Ooke Go. v. Tillett, In te. Field v. Lydall...... 6 
Herbert Smith & ©o,........... 12 | Vinden®¥. Winomt: ...sigsisecu..s. 7 
Whittingstall v. Grover.<...-.0-0« 4 


The Landon Celluloid Go, Re ...... 10. 








LONDON, OCTOBER 30,. 1886, 


Re 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mz. Roser? Surrives Goprazy has been uppinten a Registrar of 
the Supreme Court, to act in the Chancery Division, in succession 
to. Mr. Farrer, resigned. 





Tug Coysottpsten Bankruptcy Rules were published towards 
the élose of last week. They constitute a bulky 

ges, and are, in the main, an the 

es, 1883, and the rales subsequently made under the Bank- 

ruptcy Act. We were enabled to point out in advance the only 
changes of any importance, in our artitles, 30 Sorrctrors’ Jouxwat, 
pp. 781, 793. The Consolidated Rules came into on 

onday last, and although the alterations made in 
rules are friffiig, we think that the profession has some 
complain of the yery short interval which ‘elapsed between 
the publication of the rules and their coming into . opera- 
tion. 
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been reduced to 2s. 6d, om each £25 of entimabed onsets or 
amount of composition above £5,000. But the greatest change is in 
the portion of the scale relating te the celebrated £6 per cent. on 


the net assete realized or brought to credit by the official 
This fee is now to be estimated on @ sliding scale, falling 
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in a company, there being no obligation to let him have any, 
there must be a response by the company, otherwise there is no 

0 ” prospectus is, in fact, nothing more than an in- 
vitation for offers to take shares (see Spencer v. Harding, 5 C. P. 
pe 3 — to be forgotten that a discretion as to allotment 
of 8 is almost always expressly vested in the directors by the 
articles of association of a company. The articles of “ Arthur 
Guinness, Son, & Co.” provide (article 7 (2)) that, “The 
authorized share capital of the company (and forfeited or 


surrendered shares) may be issued by the board to such persons,. 


at such times, and on such terms, as to discount or otherwise, and 
for such purposes of the company, as they see fit.” 





Tue “opsects ciavse” in the memorandum of association of 
* Arthur Guinness, Son, & Co., Limited” (perhaps owing to the 
decision in Guinness v. Land Corporation of Ireland, 22 Ch. D. 
$49), certainly does not err on the side of restriction. There are 
no than fifteen ‘‘ objects” specified, in addition to the usual 
general clause at the close of the specification. They include 
power to “ act as bankers”’; to ‘‘ undertake, subscribe to, or other- 
wise aid undertakings for purposes of opening out trade or making 
i or investigations in connection with any of the objects 
y, or any class or department of its business, directly 
or y”; and a cla use, the like of which we have not seen 
before, which provides that one of the objects of the company 
be:—‘“To provide for the welfare of persons in the employ- 
of the company, or formerly engaged in any business acquired 
the company, and the wives, widows, and families of such 
by grants of money, pensions, or other payments, and by 
or subscribing towards schools and places of recreation 
or otherwise, and hospitals, dispensaries, medical and other attend- 
ance, and other assistance as the company shall think fit, and to 
form, subscribe to, or otherwise aid benevolent, religious, scientific, 
or other institutions or objects which shall have any moral 
or other claims to support or aid by the company by reason of the 
locality of its operations or otherwise.” 
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Tae nermement of Mr. Anperson, Q.C., from the office of 
Official Referee seems to render it open to the authorities to recon- 
sider the number of the Official Referees. By section 83 of the Judi- 
catare Act, 1883, it is provided that ‘‘there shall be attached to the 
Supreme Court permanent officers called official referees, for the trial 
of such questions as shall, under the provisions of this Act, be directed 
be tried by such referees. The number and the qualification of the 
persons to be so appointed from time to time, and the tenure of their 
Offices, shall be determined by the Lord Uhancellor, with the con- 
currence of the presidents of the divisions of the High Court, or a 
Taped shal be (of which majority the Lord Chief Justice of 
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be one) and with the sanction of the Treasury” ; 
ets aoe ees ‘orm duties with 
ee ee eee y ’—which term appears to 
“shall be appointed by the Lord Chan- 

When the Act of 1873 came into force there were 





Sie Wirarp Lawsor tells “the whole body of brewers,” through 


the columns of *he Times, that he “ sees no reason whatever to alter i 


his practice in deai.ng with applications for licences ; that practice 
refuse them all, unless evidence is laid before him 





by granting a licence for the sale of intoxicating liquors. The 
question as to how far justices of the peace are justified in refusiag 
to consider whether a discretion ought to be exercised in a particu- 
lar way upon the ground that they conscientiously believe that to 
exercise it in that way, though according to law, would be un- 
desirable, appears to be conclusively answered by Reg. v. Boteler 
12 W. R. 466), in which be gen were compelled to issue a 

istress warrant in a case in which they had declined to do so on 
the ground that the statute (2 & 3 Vict. c. 84) empowering them 
to act was unjust, Cocxsunzn, C.J., pointing out that the justices 
had no business to enter into any such consideration. The 
particular question arising upon the construction of the Licensing 
Acts, which is not quite so clear, has two branches, that connected 
with the refusal of (1) the general licence, to which Sir W. 
Lawson’s more recent declarations apply ; and (2) the occasional 
licence, out of the refusal of which the controversy originally 
sprung. As to the general licence, this, by section 1 of the 
Licensing Act, 1828, is granted to such persons as the justices in 
the execution of the powers of that Act, ‘“‘and in the exercise of 
their discretion, deem fit and proper.” It is clear from Reg. v. 
Walsall Justices (3 C. L. B. 100) that every y -aaoey for a 
licence is entitled to a hearing, and that to refuse a licence merely 
in pursuance of a general resolution to grant no more licences is so 
far illegal that a mandamus will issue to compel the justices to 
hear and determine the application at another meeting, but 
so long as each applicant has a formal hearing, the reasons 
of the bench for refusing the general licence appear to be 
quite immaterial in point of law. As to the occasional licence, 
the words of the statutes (25 Vict. c. 22,8. 13, and 26 & 27 
Vict. c. 33, e. 20) are different, and are bare of judicial interpre- 
tation. By these enactments ‘‘it shall be lawful for the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, whenever they shall think it 
conducive to public convenience, comfort, and order, and with 
the consent in writing of a justice of the peace usually acting 
at the sessions for the petty sessional division within 
which the place of sale is situate,” to authorize an excise 
officer to grant an occasional licence authorizing the holder to 
sell upon other than licensed premises, and “upon the occasion 
of any public dinner or ball” to sell liquors “‘ durimg such 
hours, before or after sunrise or sunset, as shall be allowed and 
specified in that behalf in the consent ” to be given by the justice 
for the granting of such occasional licence. In this case the Inland 
Revenue authorities take the initiative, and the justice of the 
peace has first a veto, and secondly, in the case of a dinner or ball, 
the power of extending a special privilege. In either case the 
functions of the justice of the peace appear to be ministerial rather 
than judicial, and it may be doubted whether, even if the most 
anti-liquor reasons were avowed by the non-consenting justice, a 
rehearing could be forced from him, or a selection of ball and dinner 
hours could be enjoined upon him by any legal proceedings what- 
ever. 





THe RECENT case before the Liverpool magistrates, in which the 
sons of a woman, divorced on the ground of her adultery and 
without any provision for maintenance, were ordered to contribute 
to the support of their mother, has drawn attention to the pro- 
vision of 43 Eliz. c. 2, s. 7, that ‘‘ the father and grandfather, and 
the mother and grandmother, and the children of every poor, old, 
blind, lame, and impotent person, or other poor person not able 
to work, being of a sufficient ability, shall at their own charges 
relieve and maintain every such poor .” The 7 
Dench do net soem to have agieed with Setjeant Suizon’s remar. (4 
East. 79) that the obligation to maintain imposed by the statute 

‘founded on the law of nature,” and they are reported to have 
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by the court, who laid it down that the statute only extended to 
“ natural relations.” 





Vice-Caancettor Bacon has entered a protest against the grow- 
ing practice of inflicting on the court lengthy correspondence, often 
written with a view to publication before the judge. In a case 
before him on Thursday, counsel, having diligently read through 
the documen:s and pleadings in a case, proposed to invite the 
attention of the court to certain correspondence between the 
parties, whereupon the learned judge remarked that, after the 
pleadings, they were now coming to “‘the parasitical vermin of 
letters.” 








THE GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS. 
I. 


Ar the risk of inflicting some rather trite law on our readers, we 
think it desirable to accompany our observations on the recent 
‘* Act to amend the law relating to the guardianship and custody 
of infants” (49 & 50 Vict. c. 27) with a short notice of the office 
and functions of a testamen guardian before the recent Act came 
into operation. It is impossible to understand the effect of many of 
the new provisions except in connection with the old law. Omit- 
ting the obsolete law relating to guardians in socage, by nature, 
for nurture, and by election, and also as far as possible the 
subject of appointment of guardians by the court, we propose 
to deal with the general subject of guardianship. 

Constitution of the mother as guardian.—The first material 
provision of the new Act introduces a new guardian, appointed, 
not by designation of any person, but by the law. It provides 
(section 2) thet— 

‘* On the death of the father of an infant, and in case the father shall 
have died prior to the passing of this Act, then from and after the passing 
of this Act, the mother, if surviving, shall be the of such infant, 
either alone when no guardian has been appointed by the father, or jointly 
with any guardian appointed by the father.’’ 

The powers and duties of this new guardian are to be similar 
to those of testamentary guardians appointed by the father. It 
is to be observed that no provision is made that the mother is 
to be guardian during widowhood only, nor is it provided that she 
must be the wife of the father at the time of his death. The con- 
tingency of a divorced mother becoming guardian of her children 
is, however, provided for by section 7, to be noticed hereafter. 

Power of the father to appoint guardians.—The substance of the 
provisions of sections 7, 8, and 9 of 12 Car. 2, c. 24, as subse- 
quently varied and interpreted, may be stated as follows :—The Act 
vests the power of appointing the guardian in the father only: an 
—- by the mother was void, although it might influence 
the choice of the court in appointing guardians (Re Kaye, 1 Ch. 387). 
The Act (section 8) enabled the father, whether under twenty- 
one or of full age, to appoint guardians “ y deed executed in his 
lifetime, or by his last will in writing in the presence of two or 
more credible witnesses.” The Wills Act (sections 1 and 7) deprived 
an infant father of his right to appoint guardians by will; but there 
is nothing to prevent an infant father from appointing them by 
deed. It is not clear that the provision of the statute as to two 
credible witnesses applies to the case of deeds (see Morgan v. 
Hatchell, 19 Beay., at p. 87); if it does, the appointee is not 
disabled from being a witness to the deed ae at p. 88). Adeed 
appointing guardians is deemed ‘‘to be only a testamentary instru- 
ment in the form of a deed” (Hx parte Iichester, 7 Ves., at p. 367), 
and may be revoked by a subsequent will (Shaftesbury v. Hannam, 
Finch, 323). A will appointing a guardian need not be proved 
(Gilliat v. Gilliat, 3 Phillimore 222). No formal words are neces- 
sary for the appointment of guardians by will; all that is 
is an expression of intention that the management and care of the 
children should be committed to the person specified (see Miller 
v. Harris, 14 Sim. 540). 

The statute enables the father to appoint “any or 
persons other than Popish recusants ’’—an exception which, for our 
purposes, it is not necessary to discuss. It seems that an infant can- 
notactas guardian (Co. Lit. 52a), The father may appoint a guardian 


Abr. 488), and may give to the survivor of th 
gusrdians power to nominate another on as 
Goods of Parnell, 2 P. & D. 379). A 
before he has acted (O’ Keeffe v. Casey, 1 
The Act provides that the father may of his 
children under the age of merge cneegk my 1d not married at the 
time of his death.” Though at the 
time of the appointment, it is 
Iichester, 7 Ves. 348), and the arog 
who was unmarried at the death of the 
determine the guardianship, even in 
(Roach v. Garvan, 1 Ves. sen. 160 ; but see Mendes v. Mendes, Jb. 
























































91). But the father can only guardians of his legitimate 
children (Sleeman v. Wilson, 13 Eq. 36). 

The appointment may be made to last during such time as the 
children ‘‘shall respectively remain under the age of twenty-one 
years or any lesser time.” If+no time is mentioned in the 
appointment it seems that it will be deemed to continue until the 
children attain twenty-one (Mendes v. Mendes, 1 Ves. sen., at p. 
91; but see Bedell v. Constable, Vaughan, 184). 

The Act enables the father to “dispose of the custody and 


tuition” of the child, and enables the guardians to “take 
their custody, to the use of such child, the 
tenements, and hereditaments of such child, and also the 
tuition, and management of the goods, chattels, and 


tion thereunto as by law a guardian in common socage might do.” 

The general effect of these provisions is to constitute the testamen- } 
tary guardian a peculiar kind of trustee :—not merely trustee of the : 
property of the ward, but also with duties relating to the person of 
the ward ; not trustee of the whole property of the ward, but only of 
such of the property as comes into his possession in the character 
of guardian (Mathew v. Brise, 14 Beav., at p. 345; Sleeman 
Wilson, 13 Eq., at p. 41); and, lastly, a trustee for the 
management only, not of sale. a the ben 
the ward he is under the “ tendency ” of the court in case 
misbehaviour” (Eyre v. , 2 P. Wms. 105), and 
liable to account in a court ity, a 

will bar (Mathew v. Brise, 14 Beav. 341). 
More specifically, and subject to the principles stated above, 
the rights and duties 6 ee ee regards 
the person of the ward, are these: He is. the custody 
and control of the ward Se 

determine the mode, and 
(Hall v. Hall, 8 Atk. 721). It is hi 
is properly maintained out of 
(Mathew v. Brise, 14 Beav., at 
upfitting marriage of the ward (see M 
101; also the provision, as to consent, of the 
Geo. 4, c. 76, s. 16). 

As regards the gt ward, the 
may, it has been said, “maintain trespass 
avow for damage ff , make admittance to 

in his own name” (R. v. Oakley, 10 East., at p. 4 
v. Baker, 1 Ld. Raym., at p. 131); such leases, 
voidable by the ward on ini e ( 
Leases (I., 9)). In Roe v. Hodgeon (2 Wils. 129, 135 
a testamentary guardian for twenty-one years was sai 
solutely void, but this opinion is not consistent with 
authorities as to guardians i 
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“in remainder ’—¢.g., on the death of the first or 
upon the happening’ ct a future event (Selby ¥. Selby, 3 By ten 


direct authority as to the powers of the testamentary guardian, 
ba itis appended. thal hie powers end dain corepond i 
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agement of the property comes into his possession. He 
must make the property by investing it, 
and also all su —— ene if te sehen tes 
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See Mathew v. Brise, 14 Beay., at p. 346). The provision 
m the Irish Act (14 & 15 Car. 2, c. 19, Jr.) conferring 
the ‘‘custody, tuition, and management” of the ward’s per- 
sonal estate on the guardian (words precisely similar to those in 
the English Act), have been held to make the receipt of a testa- 
men guardian for a legacy to the infant a good discharge 
(MecCreight v. McCreight, 13 Ir. Eq. 314). The general impression 
in England has been to the contrary ; but it is to be observed that 
in Re Cresswell (30 W. R. 244), ih J., did not dissent from the 
Irish decision, and, indeed, expressly disclaimed any intention of 
interfering with it. 








CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XII.) JUDGMENTS. 
Jupements BEFORE 1 & 2 Vicr. c. 110. | 


At common law a judgment creditor could not take in execution 
the land itself; he could only sue out a writ of levari facias, under 
which he received the profits as they accrued, through the sheriff, 
who thus collected the debt for him (3 Rep. 11; 2 Wms. Saund. 
68n; 11 Vin. Abr. Execution, Q.a. 3, Pl. 2). This was con- 
sistent with the policy of the early feudal law, which forbade 
alienation, and the first enactment which allowed a judgment 
creditor to take possession of the lands of his debtor was the 
Statute of Westminster 2 (13 Edw. 1, c. 18), made shortly before 
the power of alienation was conferred by the Statute of Quia 
Emptores (18 Edw. 1). Under the Statute of Westminster 2 
was framed the writ of elegit, by virtue of which the sheriff 
delivered to the judgment creditor possession of a moiety of the 
debtor’s lands, including under that term freeholds held in 
severalty, in coparcenary, or in common, rents-charge, impropriate 
rectories, and tithes, estates tail (but only during the life of 
tenant in tail), and reversions (2 Wms. Saund. 69n; 3 Prest. 
Abst. 326). But copyholds, customary freeholds (probably), advow- 
sons in gross, glebe, and rents seck were held not to be within the 
statute (ibid.). The right of the creditor against the lands of a 
joint tenant was defeated apon the debtors’s death by the jus 
acerescendi of surviving joint tenants (6 Rep. 78). A term of 
years might be extended as to a moiety under an elegit, or the 
whole term might be sold under a f. fa. (2 Wms. Saund. 68 f, n). 

A judgment affected, or was a lien upon (see this explained, 
post), not only lands belonging to the debtor when it was entered 
up, but also any lands subsequently acquired by him. Freeholds 
were bound from the time of entering up the judgment, but terms 
of years, as being chattels, were bound at common law only when 
execution was sued out—i.c., from the teste, or date, of the writ 
(Fleetwood’s case, 8 Rep. 171a); and by the Statute of Frauds 
(section 16) they were not bound until the writ was delivered 
to the sheriff (see Dart V. & P. 475). The process by clegit has 
been already explained (30 Soricrrors’ Jovrwat, 724), and may 
be seen clearly exhibited in Underhill v. Devereuz (2 Wms. 
Saund. 68). 

Equitable interests——Uses were not extendible at common 
law, nor were they within the Statute of Westminster 2 (2 
Pow. Mort. 601). The statutes 1 Ric. 3, c. 1, and 19 Hen. 7, 
ce. 15, subjected them to execution, but these enactments were 
rendered obsolete by the Statute of Uses. The revival of uses 
under the name of trusts eventually led to the enactment of section 
10 fof the Statute of Frauds, which empowered the sheriff to deliver 
in execution hereditaments held in trust for the debtor “at the 
time of execution sued.”” Under these words equitable estates were 


aot bound until execution, and, therefore, could not be taken in | isi 


legal execution as against a purchaser to whom the legal estate 
had been conveyed ; but in equity, if the purchaser, before he paid his 
} , had notice of j affecting the equitable 
title, he could not safely complete without having such judgments 
satisfied or the exonerated from them (3 Prest. Abst. 325, 
$27; Hunt v. Coles, Com. Rep. 226). It is frequently laid down 
im text-books that a trust of a term of years was held not to be 
within the statute, an. exnepaee grt by some on the ground that 
section 10 of the Statute of Frauds uses the word ‘‘ lands,” which 
is said not to be applicable to interests less than frechold (1 Sand. 
Us. 285; 2 Pow. 603n, citing Shep. Touch. 88, 92); by 


others on the use of the word “‘ seised” in the section. But Scott 


exception of equitable terms, was a case, not of a simple trast, but 
of a great complication of equitalle interests (see yer Stuart, V.C., 
Gore v. Bowser, 3 Sm. & Giff. 1); and the decision may be sup- 
ported on this ground, for it was settled law that the statute did 
not enable legal execution to. be-enforced against any equitable 
interest of which the debtor was not the sole owner (Yorth y. Duke 
of Norfolk, 4 Madd. 504); “there must be a clear and simple 
trust for the benefit of the debtor” (Doe v. Greenhill, 4 B. & Ald. 
684), ¢.g., it did not operate where he had only an equity of re- 
demption (3 Prest. Abst. 326; 1 Pow. Mort. 257; Lyster y. Dol- 
land, 1 Ves. jun. 431; Plunkett v. Pearson, 2 Atk. 290 ; Smith 
v. Hurst, 10 Ha. 51). 

A creditor who had sued out a fi. fa. could in equity obtain 
satisfaction of his debt out of an equitable interest in a term of 
years (Gore v, Bowser, ubi sup.). 

Appointment.—Upon the principle that an sprinter takes im- 
mediately under the donor of the power, and that the exercise of 
the power divests an estate limited to the donee in default of ap- 
pointment, it was held that an appointee (even with notice: 
Skeeles v. Shearley, 8 Sim. 153; 3 My. & Cr. 112) was not bound 
by judgments entered up against the appointor after the creation 
of e power (Doe d. Wigan y. Jones, 10 B. & C. 459; 1 Sand. 
Us. 161; Langton v. Horton, 1 Ha., at p. 563). 

Effect of contract for sale.—A judgment entered up against the 
vendor after a contract for sale, but © conveyance, was im- 
material in equity (Averall vy. Wade, Ll. & G. t. Sugd. 262); for 
the equitable interest had ceased to belong to the vendor (Finch 
v. Winchelsea, 1 P. Wms. 277; Lodge v. Lyseley, 4 Sim. 70; Ben- 
ham v. Keane, 1 J. & H., at p. 697). Therefore, after contract, the 
Court of Chancery would, on behalf of the party entitled to the 
benefit of the contract, restrain a judgment creditor from proceeding 
against the legal ownership (per Wood, V.C., Benham vy. Keane, 
9 W. R. 765, 1 J. & H. 697). The purchaser was, therefore, pro- 
tected in r 
paid before he had notice of the judgment; but, as soon as he 
became affected with notice, the creditor acquired a lien on the 

urchase-money remaining gape (ars v. Duke of Norfolk, 4 
Madd. 505; 3 Prest. Abst. 329) ; this appears to be law at the 
present day (Sugd. Conc. V. 390; Dart. 472). 

Trust for sale-—So, where lands had been conyeyed to trustees 
for sale, they were not bound by judgments subsequently entered 
up against the settlor; but the purchaser, if he became affected by 
notice of them, would be bound in respect of unpaid purchase- 
money, unless the trustees’ receipts were to be sufficient dis- 
charges, in which case it would seem that even express notice 
would not make him liable to the judgment creditor (Lodge v. 
Lyseley, 4 Sim. 75). 

These rules as to the effect of contracts and trusts for sale are 
applications of the principles—first, that a judgment credifor is 


not a purchaser; second, that he can take only what belongs to 
his de subject to every liability which affected it im the 


debtor’s hands. 

(1) Judgment creditor not a purchaser.—A judgment creditor is 
not to be considered a purchaser, for he does not lend his mon 
upon the security of the land (Brace v. Duchess of Marlboroug 
2 P. Wms. 490) ; his rights in the land, therefore, are subject to all 
prior estates and interests therein, whether he has notice of them 
or not, and he cannot claim the protection Dlg aha ag pur- 
chasers for value without notice (Whitworth v. Gaugain, 1 Ph., at 
p. 733; Beavan v. Earl of Oxford, 3 De G. M. & G. 517, foll.; 
Benham v. Keane, 13. & HL, at p. 698, 3 De G. F. & J., at 
332, 9 W. R. 765, 10 W. R.67). And this applies even where 
fo im pemeaton vader sp clans ood 2d Aaa estate (3 Hare, 
416), for the court, having established that uitable owner- 
ship may be in one person and the legal o another, 


must inte where it is ary to protect the equ 
ownershbi Lang v. Horkoy, 1 Ha. 660). ‘ : 
But, while a judgment creditor cannot the prior equitable 
interest 
other hand, he is not affected by notice as against other 
creditors, because they are not purchasers (see per W: -C., in 
Benham v. Keane, 1 J, & H., at p. 702). 

(2) Judgment ereditor can take only what belongs to the debtor. 
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before the entry of the judgment, the judgment will not affect 
such charge. “k can only attach upon i interest which remains 
in the debtor—viz., the legal estate subject to the charge ( Whit- 
worth v. Gaugain, 1 Ph. 728). The creditor stands in the place 
of his debtor, and only takes the property of his debtor subject to 

r himself held it ( Whitworth 


every liability under which the de 
v. Gaugain, 8 Ha. 325). He cannot take the of other 
persons though it may be in the possession of the ras trustee 


(1 Hare, 560). The question is not whether the judgment creditor 
had or had not notice, but whether there is anything belonging 
to the debtor which can be attached (see Benham v. Keane, 1 J. & 
H. 697). 

These principles are equally applicable since 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 
(1 Ph. 734; see Kinderley v. Jervis, 22 Beay. 1,2 Spence Eq. Jur. 
325), and they have recently been applied as against a jeanne 
creditor’s garnishee order (Zz parte Whitehouse, 32 Ch. D. 512). 

Judgments in what sense a lien.—It is frequently said that a 
judgment under the old law was a “ general lien” or a “ ° 
on the debtor’s lands, but such expressions are inaccurate, and are 
misleading unless understood in a restricted sense (5 Jarm. Conv. 
41). The lands became bound only in the sense that they were 
liable to be seized by the creditor whenever he should please to 
sue out writs of execution for that purpose (1 Pow. Mert. 274n, 
6 De G. M. & G. 517, 518); but he had no interest merely by the 
judgment in the estate itself (3 My. & Gr. 417); he had on 
‘tthe potentiality of acquiring one” (per Jessel, M.R., 9 Ch. 
284), a right to seize and hold the lands for the payment of 
debt (8 De G. F. & J. 829). “It is not correct to say that, 
according to the usual acceptation of the term, the creditor obtains 
a lien by virtue of his judgment. If he had an equitable lien, he 
would have a right to come here to have the estate sold; but he 
has no such right” (per Lerd Oottenham, C., Neste v. Duke 
Marlborough, 3 My. & Cr., at p. 417). 

When, therefore, statutes speak of lands being “‘affected” by 
judgments, it would seem that the meaning is merely that they 
become liable to such rights as, by the common and statute law for 
the time being in force, are given to the creditor. Under the old 
law his right wasonly to obtain possession of the lands and receipt of 
the rents and profits until the debt was satisfied, and this remark 
applies to the equitable execution given by the Court of Chancery 
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(see 9 Oh. D. 284, 289, 291). 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION, 


(Jones v. Scottish Accident Insurance Oo., 17 Qi B. D, 421; Thomas 
v. Duchess of Hamilton, Ib. 692.) 


ex: 
Recent decisions on points arising under R, 8. €., 1888, KI., shew 
in which 


that there is still some uncertainty as to the 

service out of the jurisdiction be allowed. Jones v. The Scottish 
Accident Insurance Co. was a case in which the defendant company 
had their head office in Edinburgh, whilst their resided 3 
but they hed also branch offices and agencies t England, 
with a chief office for England in London. It was contended that, 
inasmuch as the defendants carried on business in England by their 
various ts, they were ‘‘ domiciled or ordinarily resident within 
the jurisdiction.” But, as Pollock, B., ted out, to hold that a 
company is domiciled where it has an for local business would 
be to hold that it is domiciled in town in Scotland, 
and Ireland where it has an agency. e application was, of course, 
refeent, In Thomas y. rhe Laban of Hentienram action for es 
Bn made an’ wards had been effected. i londent 





ied to the j at chambers to the 
pd tp eagle 
refused to do this, but made 
i he limited to 


two have been aboli by the fusion of the several j 
Coney, Ce sep Sees st eee eee 
vid, i features of courts of courts of 
common law—has been swept away. “ persons,” 
srpeumed tanpaies Cab Gatiaasaeuets Shaaia nd hmarion 
that distinct courts and America 
be established for the administration of equity, instead of the whole 
administration of m pene er Bove rng Sealing xen 
iw 


i 
t 











SCP ORY Linen atten eaiegeeN ahem, ast 


LR A 6 ot - aN este 
RA ahs i ES ‘ 


a 


oni 


Ah REARDON ge a na A 


ee isto 


peer ani 


4 
3) 
i 
Sj 
q 
3 
i 





“> 


RANE Sip Ab RSA RS Sec OAS ROE EB i nop 2 


‘2. 
A 


AOR i= do lite EMAC a) s 
Ce eer Ree 


ener cern 


i 
t 








our 
ample, in the chapter on partition, there is but one cursory reference 
the Partition Acts; in that on mortgages the statutory powers 


to 
‘ are entirely ignored. ‘‘ Consolidation” is treated without mention- 


ing the important provision on that subject in the Conveyancing 

1881; and the same observation applies to the power of the 
court to ordera sale. The Rules of the Supreme Court, no unim- 
portant part of the administration of equity, are, so far as we have 
noticed, never once referred to. But perhaps the most astonishing 
omission of all is the treatment of ‘married women” without 
referring to any of the Acts which have been passed in relation to 


The citation of cases is equally incomplete. To give but one 
example:—In the chapter on ‘‘ Compensation and Damages” in specific 
performance, no reference is made to Henty v. Schrider (L. R. 12 
Ch. D. 666), Tamplin v. James (L. R. 15 Ch. D. 215), or Hipgrave 
v. Case (L. R. 28 Ch. D. 356), cases which we should certainly 
expect to find in an English text-book treating the same subject. 
The cases cited, too, are very frequently not arranged in their 
chronological order. Thus, at p. 286 of the 2nd volume, we 
have 9 Ch., 2 Eq., 8 Eq., 1 Eq. as the order of citation, and, again, 
on 289, 1 Atk., 4 Ch. D., 6 Hurl. & N., 1 Ves. sen. This 
jumbling of cases without any excuse for such arbitrary arrange- 
ment is embarrassing to the reader, and tends to the conclusion 
that they were pitchforked into their places without due regard to 
the proposition which they were intended to support. This con- 
clusion, we fear, is occasionally but too well founded. We will give 
an instance from vol. ii., p. 285, where six cases are cited in support 
of the statement that owe articles are to be construed ‘‘ most 
beneficially for the issue of the marriage.” Of these six cases the 
first four relate to covenants to settle after-acquired property in 
ante-nuptial settlements, one is a case of voluntary settlement upon 
& married woman and her issue, and the sixth, in which alone 
marriage articles are mentioned, contains no single sentence touching 
the proposition in the text. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


STAMP ON SETTLEMENT OF REVERSIONARY INTEREST. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—A marriage settlement of a reversionary interest in a fund 
which will fall into ion on the death of the settlor’s father and 
mother. Is the stamp duty on the settlement to be calculated on 
the value of the fund as a reversi interest, or on the full value 
as if it were in possession? I should feel obliged if one of your 


could enlighten me. Norary. 

Oct. 25. 

{On the fall amount of the reversionary interest, not on its value at 
the time of settlement —sce Griffith’s Stamp Duties Digest, 8th ed., 
105. But we have been unable to discover ny thane authority for 
— and should be glad to know if any exists.— 





UNIVERSITY EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—With reference to the referred to in Mr. Morrell’s 
paper, read at the late provincial meeting of the Incor- 
ee on ne . Percival, of 

to president of the Incorporated Law 

you to the fact that the objects desired are 

Cambridge; which has been estab- 
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PURCHASER’S TITLE DEFEATED BY FI. FA. 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Bince my return to town I have been the back 
numbers 


September there occurs this —* Purchaser dé 
PU-CAs Vetoes pelihed oul, the Ucktor’s terms (at's 0 tate of 


parte Williams (7 Ch. 314) are, amongst others, quoted. 
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iucuns satisfy requirements in this particular. Thus, for ex- | years) is bound as regards third parties from the time when the writ 
is delivered to the sheriff. This may be done immediately before 


completion of a » & fact of which the purchaser may be 
ignorant, the — that he may be ousted by a purchaser bon 
the sheriff and lose his money.” 

In the aos nee but one preceding that which I have quoted 
the article d with the question from what time the term Pe pastor 
is bound by a fi. fa., and in support of the statements there made 
the cases of Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Co. (6 Eq. 623) and Ez 
was 80 
startled by this very statement so con to all that I have 
understood to be the fact, that I determined to look up these cases, 
as well as those which refer to a previous part of your article in 
which “‘ Actual delivery in execution ”’ under the head of Elegit is dealt 
with. I cannot find that the case of Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Co. 
touches the question of third parties. It simply decides the priorities of 
creditors inter se. The second case was one relating to only, 
and had no reference to the Act of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112; while those 
of Ex parte Evans and Re Hobson do not, as far as I can understand 
them, justify the construction put upon them. 

What I wish to point out is this :— 

1, That although the Act of 27 & 28 Vict. c, 112 is limited to 
eqeeatns the law affecting or ag and leaseholds to that affect- 
ing purely personal estates, yet the uses & particular expression 
in "Genelia the event upon which the first-named class of eA 
is to be affected, and that, therefore, the whole question is, t is 
‘* actual delivery in execution ” ? 

2. The case of Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Co. establishes that a 
creditor has no lien until the return of the writ. This case has no 
reference to a debtor and his purchaser on the one hand and creditors 
on the other. It simply decided the priorities between creditors 
inter se; but the decision is Le won > 

3. The case of Re Duke of Newcastle, quoted in the case of Champ- 
neys v. Burland, lays it down plainly that the mere issuing a writ of 
fi. fa. cannot satisfy the statute, and that there can be no actual 
ar arn 4 of land in execution ‘‘ without going on the land and delivery 
of seisin.”’ 

4. That the case of Re Hobson (34 W. R. 786) does net decide that 
the return of the writ is seizure of the land within the meaning of 
any Act, but that, the land having been delivered in execution by the 
sheriff to the creditor, the statute & atiote, and the return of the 
writ was not necessary to protect the creditor against a trustee in 
bankru: who had been appointed after delivery but before the 
return of the writ. See also recent case of Re Pope. 

5. That the case of Ex parte Evans does not decide that the return 
of the sheriff to the writ constitutes actual delivery. James, LJ., 
says that the appointment of a receiver is an equitable delivery in 
execution and equivalent to a return of the sheriff to a writ of 
elegit. 

rom # consideration of these cases I deduce the following :— 

(a.) That “‘ actual delivery in execution” in the case of an legit, 
as of a fi. fa., can only be satisfied by an actual going on to the land 
and delivery of seisin. 

(b.) That such delivery is perfected in either case without an 
immediate return to the writ by the sheriff. 

(c.) That, on the authority of Re Duke of Newcastle, registration 
of the writ before actual delivery in execution is not in ‘‘ - 
ance “ headnote) with the Act, and that, therefore, a purchaser 
may, searching, discover that which may stop him ere it be too 

te. 

(d.) That, in all cases where the writ of elegit or ji. fa. is registered 
in strict conformity, in point of time, with the words of the Act, 

ing is absolutely useless for the simple reason that the mischief 
is done before the writ-is on the file. 

I have only to observe that it will be seen that my view of the law, 


as based upon the cases I have referred to, is quite to that 
leit Howe in he gpineie Siva I shall be glad to a 
am wrong, certainly hope I am right. ° . 
London, Oct. 27. . 

e fear that our correspondent’s is delusive. It is imposs- 
ib! We Sates: Se ely oe See is criticisms, but we will refer 
to the main points in his letter. 


He objects to our statement, at p. 725, that while, as regards the 
eas 5 cent Rage Rese: «fas, 
parties, it is bound the time of the writ 


this case is not an authority 
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ted out in our article between the return “to” and the return (but not exceeding the gross amount of the un- 
— Hof” the writ. But the context shews disti was meant. secured liabilities)—viz., £1 on the first £100 or 
The judgment distinguishes between deli in execution and the of £100, and 5s. on each £25 or fraction of 
. return “to” the writ, and points out that of making the £25 above £100 LR £5,000, and 2s. 6d. on each 
ted return is immaterial. It is clear that the judgment uses the word £25 or fraction of above thatamount. . . — 
" ‘*to” instead of “‘ of.” The form of the **to” the writ will application to the court under sections 18 and 23 
Me be found in Chitty’s Practical Forms, p. 427, while the manner of to a 8 & fee computed st. the 
‘Ez making the return ‘‘ of” the writ, commonly called returning the rates on Pay amount of the - 
= writ, will be found at Chitty’s Archbold’s Practice, p. 815. tion—viz., £1 on the £100 or fraction of £100, 
oon The conclusion that our correspondent arrives at, that “ actual and 5s, on each £25 or fraction of £25 above £100 
a delivery in execution in the case of an elegit, as of a fi. fa. to £5,000, and 2s. 6d. on each £25 or fraction of 
a. can only be sstisfied by an ectual going on to the land and £35 thatamount . . « e.e8 .» = 
‘alt delivery of seisin, and that such delivery is perfected in either [Nore.—Where a scheme or composition has not 
Oo case without an immediate return to the writ ss sheriff,” by the court, and a subsequent 
sof appears to us to be inaccurate. We confess that, before we had ap is made to the court to approve of 
1 considered the subject, we were under the impression that another scheme or composition, one or other of 
ad delivery in execution meant that something was done on the the above fees (as the cese may ) shall be 
adl land itself, but we arrived at the conclusion, not only from perusing less seven-eighths of the fee paid on 
the cases, but from inquiries made from practitioners of large experi- the and also of any net fee 
ee tn cee bse ab Miho sheet mer we fe 5 plication search phy than by petitioner, 
urchaser of a term of years sold by the i a fi. fa., only | E appli for x 
te Sequiees a right to possession. No doubt in many cases the debtor  "Grustes, basikruph, Gr aflewr of the genet a Actos, O; a8 
ra gives up possession without action, but if he chooses to remain in| Every application to the court, except by the official 
oly possession the creditor or purchaser, as the case may be, is put to his receiver : “ ; 3 : ; : s me Ko er 
tis action. Every office , each folioof 72 words. . . 004 
We did not, in the article referred to, discuss the question whether | On every of trial . # . e > * me ae 
ta a writ of execution can be registered before delivery in execution ; or such less sum as the court may specially order. 
aw we shall consider this point in a forthcoming article. Every allocatur by any officer of the court for any costs, 
“arse We are at a loss to understand why, in our correspondent’s opinion, cme 
re to search for registered executions is useless, because ‘‘ the mischief the amount allowed shall not exceed £4 . 0 2 0 
is done before the writ is on the file.” A purchaser wishes to know, Where the amount exceeds £4 for every £2 allowed 
oe before he pays his money, whether the vendor can make a good title orafractionthereof . . + «+ «+.» O10 
tot to the land ‘sold. If the land has been delivered in execution he | Every a to an official receiver to appoint a 
tual cannot do so, and it appears to us that if he finds a regi execu- manager or fo carry on the business of a 
wo tide wo miechsiet fo Gone to kim, whileen the ofter Sipe ai Ope he ot ee ea ot Sica 05 0 
’ vented from paying his money toa person who cannot give him a good me ication by a committee of inspection 
that title.—Eb. 8. : ae oath of Tents a local account . i 2 ee 
z of i Every order of the Board of Trade 8 local banking Le 
, account . . . . 
a Every application a teanteo Ne 6 On eee 
: as committee of inspection sa 
a NEW ORDERS, &c. Where the assets are certified the offical reosiver 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. as not likely to realize more £0000 =«.—Ct«(C 8 5 0 
bi Where the assets are to exceed £500 . . 10 0 
turn ORDER A8 TO Fuss amp Pun-Oentaaee. pasa he likely 162 to the Board of 
LJ., I, the Right Honourable Ee ae oe yment of money out of the 
y in High Chancellor of Great Britain, Do, by virtue of the powers vested estates account ; and every application for the 
t of in me by the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, prescribe that the and Ne P 
7 4 on of a lapsed cheque or order in of 
cen in the scale hereto annexed shall, from and after the 24th mon standing. to the oredit of the 
day of October, 1886, be the fees and per-centages to be charged for soiiey aa a se 2:6 
legit, or in respect of proceedings under the said Act, and shall be taken an he iain Gee 
land ; ‘ena ster ie rpm : On one copy Of the cosh book, shewing SiSeS SEIS Serwarted 
in any court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy and in any office con- | by the official receiver or trustee to Board of Trade, a fee 
nected with any such court, and in the Board of Trade and any office according to the following scale on the gross amount of the assets 
f an connected therewith, and by any officer paid wholly or out of : ie the first £100 or fraction 
: realized and brought on credit—viz.: £1 on or 
public money attached to any such court or to the of e. fraction of £25 above £100 
‘ " of £100, and 5s. on each £25 or up to 
ation (Signed) §§ Hatssury, C. £25 or fraction of £25 above that 
vord- Dated the 25th day of October, 1886 £5,000, an fe. 00. cacti 08 ee 
: 2 4 ion er sections 18 or 
» too ScaLE oF FeEs AND PER-CENTAGES be ded this fee. 
TABLE A. 
— E declaration b debtor of inability to his bain » 
ct, vi ion a debtor of inabili i 
chief bts. . . Se aha ma . © & O| On the net assets realized or brought to credit by the official 
Every bankruptcy notice. . . «+. « « « © & Q| Teceiver, acting as interim receiver, receiver, or trustee, 
law, Every bankruptcy petition - . 4. yy § 0 @ | after deducting any sums paid to secured creditors in respect of 
that Every bond with sureties. . . . « « « 010 0 their securities and not being assets realized by special manager or 
ght if Every affidavit filed (or report of an official receiver in moneys received and spent in carrying on the of ‘ 
C. “hen of an affidavit), other than proof of debte . . 020 and on the net assets realised by sm olielel rossiver ‘wie sting 0 
Every subpoena or summons under section27 . . . 0 1 @/| trustee to administer a Las oy Meme a! a 9 pee or 
poss- For taking an affidavit or an affifmation, or attestation, scheme, gpm mg Es sums aes rm 
aoe upon honour in lieu of an affidavit or a declaration of their securities, and not being moneys reosived oo he 
except for proof of debts, for each person making the carrying on the business of » debtors: gureumingy someting 
same . Piok-« . , ‘ . - «+ © 1 6] following scale: . 
Bre ‘And in addition thereto for ‘each’ exhibit therein On the first £1,000 or fraction thereof  . £5 per cent. 
» writ referred to and required to bemarked . . . 0 1 0 » next 1,500 ,, » be a 
salle On every fof debtabove£2 . . . +» « ©1060 »° - oe a *» - 3 » 
He Te een seden att 126 (4) of the Act 0 Above + 0/000 c * : i * 
: ini ion er section 4 . 5 0 . » ’ : ” 
oer ever: Spaces guany & valing a eT era On the amount distributed in dividend by the oficial reesiver, when 
Aneits Every receiving under section 108 of the Act . - §& 0 0] acting as trustee under adjudications, or compositions, a 
rits of Every application for an order of discharge, per-centage Ape mary on 
iff is ngence of Gasciting . Perego On the first £1,000 or + £2) per cent, 
nd by for each creditor to be notified . . . 010 ” next 1,600 » » . 2 »” 
Every application to the court under sections 18 and 23 to woop Sey * JiR wy 
fusion — a scheme, a fee — at the following be wi tiggt SREB iy * wig » 
rates on the gross amount of the estimated aseota Above . 10,000 ,, ” og te 
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£ s. d, 
For 


F 


official receiver acting as interim receiver of the 

property of a debtor under section 10 in addition to 

the per-centage chargeable on realizations, on every 4 
order . ° ° ° ° ‘ e ° “ie, Ft 

And, in addition, where the order is in force for a 

longer period than fourteen days, for every seven 

da after the first fourteen, and for every 

of seven days $ : p ; ° 

For each notice by an official receiver to a creditor of a first 

or any other meeting, or sitting of the court. , 

For each notice by an official receiver to a creditor of an 

adjourned meeting or an adjourned sitting of the 


100 
010 
0 0 6 


For the official receiver supervisin ‘a special manager or the carry- 
— of a debtor’s business a foe according to t the following 


not to exceed £500 ° . : £1 per week. 
If to exceed £500 but not to exceed £5,000 ‘ ‘i 
If to exceed £5,000 but not to exceed £10,000 .  - 
If to exceed £10,000 but not to exceed £20,000 . | a 
If to exceed £20,000 ; ; : ‘ é . 5 s 
£ 2A 


Room for meeting or adjourned meeting of creditors 
summoned by official receiver, for each creditor to 
whom notice has been given of such meeting, but not 
exceeding in summary administrations £2 for each 
meeting; and in non-summary administrations not 


exceeding £5 for each meeting : ; : —at a Te 
Travelling, keeping possession, and other reasonable 
of official receiver, the amount disbursed . _ 
For official stationery, printing, books, forms, and post- 
ages, each estate :— 
For every ten creditors or fraction of twenty 010 0 


For every ten gama to debtors to an estate, 

or fraction of ten ° . ° ; ; : © 3 

On every payment under section 162 of money out of the bank- 

— estates account threepence on each pound or fraction of a 
poun 


to be charged as follows :— 
Where the money consists of unclaimed dividends, on each divi- 
dend paid ont ; 
Where the money consists of undistributed funds or balances, on 
the amount paid out. 
Tasre C. 
£ad 
High bailiff for attending sittings of the court, under each 
receiving order, in summary cases, per case — @ 4 © 
High bailiff for attending court in non-summary cases, per 
case 06 0 


Serving every bankru ptey notice, bank ruptcy petition, or 
or receiving or other order (not serviceable 

by post) within two miles, including affidavit of 
Ifverviceableby post 3. =. . 1 wl. lt 
every warrant of seizure, or search warrant, or 
‘warrant of apprehension, or order of commitment 
within two miles of court : ‘ ; : . 610 0 
Keeping possession under a warrant, for each day the man 
is cateteine ole ssession bes including affidavit of 
rege igs ee een ete teas 

man in possession, his recei - 

duced.) hes 

High bailiff's or (in the London district) officer's man, 
to place of possession, or to sxeceute a 


__ Oct. 30, 1886, 
— ll —* 
trustee the provisions of sections 159, 160, and 161, the fees 
es 
(1,) veg moligations ions by him, the same scale as in realizations under 


B.; 
(2) For distribution :— 
amounts not exceeding £1,000 . Two per cent 
” above £1,000 . + - Gne o» 


The official receiver shall also be allowed all proper out of pocket 
— Where he executes any conveyance or transacts any legal or 
er business at the instance of third parties, the ies interested 
shall be required to pay for his time oceupied and for that of his 
according to such scale as the Board of Trade may from time 
e ibe, to pay all legal or other necessary expenses 
by him. 
TaBLeE BE. 


For every order of administration under section 122, two yr 
in the pound on the total amount of the debts scheduled from time 


ft 


_ | time, excluding any fraction of a pound in such total 


t that such ef the 
ave hitherto been 


penny stamp on every special proxy or voting paper which mey be 
a Postage and Inland Revenue Stamp. 

And we further direet that wherever practicable the stamp shall be 
affixed or the money i of i 
Tables A., B., G., D., before the proceding is had in re of 
which the fee is payable, and that the charge to be made by the 
London Gazette for the insertion of each notice authorized by the 
Act or Rules shall be five shillings. — 


(Signed) 
Dated the 25th day of October, 1886. 


SmDNEY HERBERT, 
W. H. WatRonD. 





ORDER AS TO STAMPS. 


Order as to the fees and per-centages which are required to be taken 
for bankruptey gs in the High Court of Justice and 
Court of A: by means of stamps, amending the previous 
order on the same subject, published in the supplement to the 
London Gazette, - 

Whereas by section three of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, it is 
provided that the Treasury may from time to time make, and when 
made, revoke, alter, and add to, regulations for all or any of the 
following purposes respecting fees in any public offiee—that is to 


say,— 

1.) Regulating the manner in which the fees taken in money are 

~ 1 bo talen, hepounted tos, and paid over. 

(2.) Determining the use of impressed or adhesive stamps, and the 

mode of —— — of ae vce 2 vedi 

3.) Regulatin use of stam prescribing the application 

®) yer £ documents froth time to time in use, and requiring 

documents to be used for the of such stamps. 

Provided that so far as they relate to the office of any court of law, 
they shall be made with the consent of the Lord Chancellor. 

‘ow we, the undersigned, being two of the lords of her Majesty’s 
, do, with the concurrence of the Lord Chanvellor, hereby 
give notice and order and direct :— 

That from and after the 25th day of October, 1886, in lien of any 
regulations on the subject heretofore in force, the stamps used for 
denoting the fees and per-centages described in the schedule hereto 
subjoined shall, so far as they are payable in to proceedings in 
the High Court of Justice and Court of A , be 
and be applied and otherwise dealt with as 
schedule, And we do further enjoin that this 
on all courts, offices, and persons whom such regulati 


we Ay Br ma : 
adhesive stamps herein referred to shall be of the description 
overprinted with the word “ . 


may 
for the purpose. 

The official forms with impressed or adhesive stamps (as the case 
may be) required in respect of amy herein referred to may 
ive ebtuhuell at the Inland Bevenue Koyal Courts of Justice. 
Persons may, however, in addition, have own forms at 





directed by the court, per mile 0 0 6 

His per day, where distance exceeds 10 miles 0 4 6 

His per day ; ‘ ‘ 0 4 6 
If bailiff of a county court or bankruptey officer of 
Court directed by the court personally to 

travel, per mile ; 007 

His time, per day ‘ 0 10 
His expenses, per day 010 0 
Tazre D. 

The fees and allowances payable on had after the 24th 

day of October, 1886, in respect of any matter w was pending in 

court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy on the thirty-first day 

of ber, 1883, shall be the same as if those proceedings had been 

taken before such last-mentioned day, and shall be a to the 

same purposes : Pyovided that where the oflcidl recefew sete os 


that office or at the corresponding office at Somerset House. 
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foes The Schedule above referred to. : 
. —— CASES OF THE WEEK. 
ager Character of TY 
nae. sc mem stamp to be Hofiiations end HUGHES e. .A. No. 1, 25th and 26th October. 
: aed. Bru or Satz or Constpgration—Form 1m Scuzpute—Bri 
ide eis abhi Decabn| Manet Ausmayasey how 1882 U8 & 4b Vier, © AB), 2 9 Monon or horas 
CT, 'e -_- — 
cket - of eility to its debts 42 mm : RS. 1888, LVIIL,, 3 ; . 
c pai 
a ee ee ie + | Sees ae 4 execution by the and chaitsed by the pl under a ill of 
+e eee ek uk ection tor sale. The bill of sale stated fe Gmebenciben ot tsemmetes hevinn 
time Every affidavit (or report)| Affidavit . Impreeed of wt we tal te ofa sani of 245 cbiuined ne 
meee — om 5 oa fom W. 7. es, of £32, or thereabouts, is now o and also 
— Subpoena or | Impressed. of the grantee , at the like request of the grantor, ” ‘certain 
ag etoene gy ene | et sums amounting to £40, the grantor assigned to the grantee the chattels 
i by «engage | | Affidavit . | Ti by way of security for the of the and any moneys the 
ings For an affidavit or an | Affida - | Impressed or h ht be in and interest 
OD Spar honoree of | oT Eon ibe of pe capcom and fhe grin aged 
Tosagh tee the ’ 
aty’s wo Ey ona mailily papments of £3 on tie Siwt ot every wionth. ‘The eaecction 
- and fn mo for | creditor contended that the bill of sale was void (1) on the ground that 
and ition thereto for | section § of the 
be each exhibit therein re- the consideration was not set forth 
sbles ae to Bills of Sale Act, 1878 end (3) on ta oo ee scoord- 
teed 4 -istiee-eapcronan ‘eagle we ment Act, 1883. e Queen’s Bench Division and Mathew, 
eT ° 'e 
o Say Atha cates selon |Peiguen «toe ge by phe bet spore Or. wok 
f the we aaa is judgm delivered on the 2nd of June. The de- 
dy a oes 125 —" fentant, the pine 2 vege gave notice of be gece wre of June 
ll be Every special proxy or voting Proxy or vot-) Impressed or, A Postage or In- engi th koe Yan four days siadh tod Web tHE Ook Gos ot 
; ie paper. ing paper.| adhesive. | land vel time. Tus Courr (Lonp Esum, ee Leroy and L.JJ.) over- 
at of | nad? ™*Y | ruled the objection, and held that the decision of the Court 
the ; I . was a “‘ final order” within ord. 58, r. 3, and that the fourteen notice 
the a Dra semining alee wale | Onder... | Legcened, cl apyeal was good, On te meity Tia Covnr eld that the objection 
— al pore for an | Application. | Impressed 7% os £39. or teabetboue en the not be sustained. 
iT; order of discharge. 
D. And for each creditor to | Application. | Adhesive ex- be cguntros i thn faethe te of till ot pos 
be aombed. be was as not being in accordance with the form, the of sale came 
hrm ae within the terms of section 9, as it was given to secure the 
| Apoli I 4 of money by the gfantor to she which th bey oA become 
Every application to the | App cation. Impreesed. liable to pay for and at the of of sale, there- 
ee ee Is | fore, came within section 9, and as the of eine Sor aek Meat, sad 
aken and 2 to apptove 7] so was uncertain, and the sum to be paid also uncertain and 
and i ay | the bill of sale was not in the prescribed form, and 8 was void. No 
rinus Every application to the | Application. | Trpressed. | doubt it was { sible to bring this transaction within the form, but 
) the Court under sections 18 that was no reason for declining to the provisions of section 
a ee oe 9. The judgment must be reversed, for the execution cred- 
it is Every apgtioation for seatch Search | Impressed. ro Sheek ae C tepooad $ Bon, Manchester ; Fw Egg a ; 
_ fresteo, bantkreuh oF often? Grundy, for Toy ¢ Broadbent, Ashton-under- Lyne. 
8 to act Court RE RS ERTS BLAIBERG v. BECKETI=C.A., No. 1, 27th October. 
Mls hart ten rer aa ’ But or Sarz—S TION FOR THE Maryrenance on Dureasisct or ruk 
y are ee ty ae — Pathos ode or—Buis or Save Acr (1878) Awsnpmenr Act, 
Every office copy. . . Office copy . | Impressed or 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c, 43), 8. 9—Form ix Scuspunx. 
| the | adhesive. This case raised the q 
: Every record of trial . .| Record  . | Impressed. form in the schedule to the Bills of 
ation Every allocatur by any officer Allocatur . | Impressed or! maintenance or defeasance of 
ring of the Court for any costs, | adhesive. | the grantee power to 
charges, or disbursements. Ss grantor or ae 
aw, 2 ———— 
(Signed) Smoyzy Herperr, ay sean not 
sty’s W. H. WALRonp, been a his oo 
reby Two of the Lords of Her — ro pc tion 9 
Majesty's Treasury. plaintiff, the bill of 
any Dated the 25th day of October, 1886. ‘maintenance of the = 
| for i concur in this Order, and facilitated its “‘ defeas- 
ereto (Signed) Hatssury, C. ance,” as it the 4 
gs in the word ‘‘ defeasance ”’ not sense. Fry, 
acter —QPQQQaVaVeaSESSSS> J., before whom the case for 
ding Butt, on Tossdey leibery, va Peveons CT ees 
in In a case of Young v. Holloway, before Mr. J utt, on " v._ Parsons 
> lis, Middleton, op Ys yart of the plaeallt cinteh thea tt eada oe Lorp Esuze, tos . 
nece: to aak hie lordship to meke an order on the so who pre- 
wise the testamentary documents and papers of the deceased, as, 
uals for them to do so had been p on the paper, those gentlemen had filed 
f an affidavit from which it ed that have h over the testa- 
os S mentary papers in question in their to. solicitor who was 
umpe acting for one of the defendants, and that these had been filed. 
opt The plaintiff had, however, been put to expense in the 
matter in order to bring it before the court, and he (Mr. Middleton) 
case therefore asked for costs yng eo rg fly 
may duce the when asked todo so. Mr. J : When do 
stice. you. the handed over the papers in question? Mr. Middle- 
d at ton : time the notice of motion was given and put in the 
Hy ye discussion Mr. Justice butt declined to condemn the 
tors In costs as desired. He would make no order ag to costs, 
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fore, be said to be for the maintenance of the security. sa it did 
visions allowed to be ad ed to the 


Further, it was not a mere harmless clause, but 
of sale a legal effect different from that which would 
form in the schedule. A purchaser who knew that he 
buying from a bill of sale holder would ordinarily, if he bought 
had been made, take the risk, as a remedy 
him at the suit of the grantor to recover the 
a ano * oe made. But —_ the clause wate od oe 
¥ remedy, eft the grantor to sue the grantee on perso’ 
covenant to sell only on default. The case, therefore, came within 
Ex parte Stanford (34 W. R. 507, 17 Q. B. D. 259), and the bill of sale was 
void. Lanpisy and Lorzs, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, H. Reed ; Crump, 
Q.C., and Harper. Soxscrrons, R. F, Hill § Co. ; N. White. 


Re COMMERCIAL BANK OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA—C. A., No. 2, 
25th October. 


Company—Winpine-vp Orper—Ricut or APPEAL. 


uestion arose in this case as to the right of a company to appeal 
winding-up order. The application was made in the name of the 
leave to appeal (notwithstanding the expiration of the proper 
order for the compulsory winding up of the company made 
on the 8th cf June. An order a ine an official liqui- 
since made. On behalf of the official liquidator the pre- 
ection was taken that, the company being no longer in exist- 
e official liquidator being the only person who was entitled to 
the company had no /ocus standi to appeal from the order. 
urged that there would be no one responsible for costs. Tuz 
Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) thought the objection a valid one, but 
that the application might be made in the name of a contribu- 
was then that the notice of motion should be amended 
substituting the name of a shareholder who had been a director a* the 
applicant, and the application was then heard on its merits. The company 
was incorporated in th Australia by a statute of the colony, and was 
not registered in England. It had carried on business in Australia, and had 
aiso had a branch office in London, the business of which was by 
local directors. North, J.,on the 8th of June, 1886, made a winding-up order 
declining to limit the operation of the order to the 
and English assets. But he expressed an that 
have ample power to prevent any injustice done 
that the winding up in this country ought to be onl 
to a winding up which was in Australia, though 
there were commenced after the English — was 
official liquidator was afterwards appointed by North, J. 
August the chief clerk directed that advertisements 
for creditors to come in and prove their debts, this 
limited to English creditors. It was urged in support 
that the direction given by the chief clerk was incon- 
hich , J.» had expressed as to the mode in 
be worked out, and that therefore that 
ited to English creditors and English 
Fry, L.JJ.) refused the application, 
had failed to shew that any injustice 
whom he represented, by his not being 
i order, or to Re us satisfactorily his 
the application. If the chief c had given any direc- 
tions which were inconsistent with the view expressed by North, J., the 
proper course was to apply to him.—Cocnszt, Cookson, Q.C., and Stock ; 
Cocens-Hardy, Q.C., and H. Burton Buckley ; Gatey. Sorscrrons, Edwin 
Andrew ; Hancock, Sharp, & Hales. 
Nors:—It should be observed that, in Re Diamond Fuel Co. (13 Ch. D. 
the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) overruled 
objection to an by a company q~yre & 
t of an official liquidator, but said that it 
for the future that, whenever an order absolute 
for winding a company had been made, and that order was 
appealed fon by the company itself, without anyone else being made 
responsible for costs, the court would be ready to entertain an app ion 
for security for costs. This case was not cited on the present occasion. ]— 


Re THE LONDON CELLULOID 0O.—C. A., No. 2, 27th October. 


Compasy—Wispisc vr—Laxpiomp—Occuration or Paemises APTER 
Wrenmc-vr Oxpre—Lzave ro Prove rox Rext—Possession ux Re- 
catvex 1s Devewrcxe-notpens’ Action. 


This was a claim by the landlord of 


eee ek mene ae, 


of 


if 


é 
i 


g 
i 
fy 


ryan 


: 
| 


FE ae 
uit 


E 


§ 
F 
E 
& 


if 
iH 


£ 


E 


i 


y 
ns 
E 


5 

F 
ace 
g 


it 


ises which had been occupied 


e 
| 


: 
2 


3 


ESE 
hi 
oh 
fF 
it 
a 
: 


the receiver had of the premises. If the liquidator had been in 
possession as such the application would have been it, but he retained 
the possession in the character of receiver. He, or those for whom he was 
acting in that capacity, ought to have paid the rent for the time d 
which the landlord was kept out of possession. It was true that the com. - 
y, a8 mortgagors, had an ultimate right to the mortgaged property, 
ut that did not make the receiver's possession of the premises the posses- 
sion of the company. The persons primd facie by the receiver's 
possessiun were the for whom he was acting. The appeal 
must be dismissed, but t posites to wy application by the - 
lord to be paid the rent out of the of the sale of the chattels, 
Bowen, L.J., concurred. Fry, L.J., said that the application was, in 
substance, that the mortgagors should pay the rent of land of which their 
—e had retained possession in order to realize their security. It 
would be as reasonable that the company should pay the rent of any 
room which the receiver had hired for the purpose of selling the chattels. 
—CounsgL, J. Chester ; Bramwell Davis. Soxicrrors, W. Sturt ; Lindo. 


by means of calls) should provide reef te ultorhadoonn 


Re KESWICK OLD BREWERY CO. (LIM.)—Chitty, J., 25th 
October. . 


Company—Winpinc-ur Petrrron—Gen. Orv., Novemner, 1862, 2. 3— 
No Recrsrerep Orrice orn Piace or Bustngss—Sgrvice or Petition 
—Drmections or THE Court. 


A petition was presented to wind up the Keswick Old Brewery Co. by 
two creditors and two shareholders of the company. The company had 
neither a registered office nor a place of business: an application was 
consequently made to the court by the tioners for directions how to 
serve the petition. There were only tt shareholders of the company. 
Currrr, J., directed the petition to be served on the secretary two 
principal shareholders, and letters to be sent to the other shareholders 
(not being petitioners) informing them of the petition.— CounszL, Ashton 
Cross. Soxicrrons, Speechiy, Mumford, ¢ Landon, 


Re LONDON AND PROVINCIAL ELECTRIC LIGHTING AND 
POWER CO. (LIM.); HALE’S CASE—Ohitty, J., 26th October. 
Company—Fravupcutent Prospecrus—Ss#arz Recister—ContrrisvTrory— 
Detay—Watver— Distinct MiskErREesgNnTATIONS. 


This was an application by a shareholder named Hale for the removal 
of or teem gS yp eee ee, Se commen o——= 

uidation, iquidator opposed such ¥ , ‘e alleged 
te di isrep ices dal Ue Geek eld Ghat. 00 to cua es 
representation, his application was made too late, and the liquidator con- 
tended that Mr. Hale was, therefore, precluded from 
the second misrepresentation (Whitchouse’s case, 15 W. R. 892, 3 Eq. 7 
Currry, J., said that the rule of law was that a contract of 
kind was avoidable at the option of the person misled, provided he came 
promptly to the court. Otherwise his case failed, as'the court considered 
him to have adopted the contract. As regarded the first misrepresenta- 
tion, there was no doubt that the applicant had delayed too long in coming 
to the court, for, although the tation was discovered by Mr. 
Hale in the month of August, he not make his —— to the 
court until the following February. But the matter not end there. 
Mr. Hale relied on a second misrepresentation in the prospectus. - 
ing that second tation, there was neither any allegation of 
py Be on Mr. Hale’s part, nor any allegation that the second misrepresen- 
tation was connected with the first one. Then counsel for the liquidator 
argued that, because Mr. Hale had failed in the first misrepresentation on 
the ground of delay, he was, therefore, precluded from raising a case on 
the second tation. Whitehouse’s case had been cited, but his 
lordship declined to assent to the arn. which counsel had put 
upon it. It had been cited to prove the waiver of one point by a 
shareholder was a waiver of all; but, in his lordship’s view, the waiver in 
Whitchouse’s case was held only to extend to all points of discrepancy 
between the prospectus and the memorandum and articles of association. 
Accordingly, Mr. Hale was not precluded from raising a case upon the 
second and was, consequently, entitled to have his 
name removed from tlie .—CounssL, Romer, Q.C0., and Maidlow ; 
Ince, Q.C., and Ribton. Soricrrons, Ford Lloyd ; Edward Lee. 


Re THE MYSORE REEFS GOLD MINING CO.—O. A. No. 2, 24th 
October. 





Company—Winvinc urp—Rezmungration oy Orricia, Liquipator— 
Reovutation or 1868. 


The question in this case was to the remuneration to 
uidator. The “ ” the Master of the 
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i Ch., p. 64; 

t, in fixing the amount of the liquidator’s 
will, subject as hereinafter men 
scaie”’ (inter alia):—** When the assets shall 
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number of shares in the old com: ha been between 90,000 and 

. It was admitted that, the of the . 
December, 1885, the shares of the old company were 1s. 6d. each, 
and that, at the date of allotment by the new , the value was 
16s. The debts of the old com; and the ot the winding up 
Sea ae et teed i ha ta ate 
the payments by the new company ese e 
allotment of the 85,000 peed was equivalent to the payment 
by the new company of a sum exceeding £70,000 as the 
price for which the property of the old company was sold; 
and he claimed to be entitled to have his remuneration fixed 
as for assets between £50,000 and £100,000, at the rate of £8 aday. The 
new company contended that the shares allotted them should not 
be taken into account, the agreement having been ly a scheme for the 
resuscitation of the company, entitling the shareholders to retain their 
shares subject to a further liability for 5s. share, such of the share- 


holders as did not choose to take shares eee areas hone O 
interest in the assets of the old company, and that the Jiquidator’s re- 
muneration should be fixed as for assets ioaenel £5,000 £10,000, at 


the rate of £4 a day. Chitty, J., decided in favour of the liquidator’s 
contention. Tue Oovrr or Arpzan (Corron, Bowsn, and Fry, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision. Oorron, L.J., said that the regulation as to the 
mode of remunerating official liquidators was not a general order, nor was 
it binding on the judges by Act of Parliament or otherwise, but it was to 
oe aoe judges in the exercise of their discretion. 

6 regulation stated that, in special circumstances, the 
judge might alter the scale, shewing that the regulation was only to serve 
as @ general rule for the guidance of judges in fixing the scale u 
which a liquidator’s remuneration should be calculated. Geneiaiip, 
therefore, it would be wrong to depart from the ion. What was 
the ——— the words, ‘‘ Where the assets divisible among the un- 
secured creditors shall amount to’’? Olearly they did not mean where 
the assets divided amounted to such and such a sum; they meant assets 
not mortgaged and free to be paid to unsecured creditors or shareholders. 
The present case did not come strictly under the regulation, because the 
assets had not been realized in the ordinary way, but by analogy the 
amount secured by the agreement between the old and new companies for 
the old company and for those shareholders who were willing to take 
advantage of the option, would come within it. The shares allotted 
ought not to be disregarded. Chitty, J., had decided rightly that, in 
assessing the liquidator’s remuneration, there must be taken into account, 
not what was paid to the liquidator for division, but what went to the 
shareholders who wished to take advantage of the offer made to all by 
the new company. Bowsn and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.—Oounsgt, 
Ince, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods; Macnaghten, Q.C., and H. Burton 
Buckley. Soxrcrrons, Snell, Son, §¢ Greenip ; H. Montagu. 


THE NEWPORT (MON.) SHIPWAY, &c., CO. (LIM.) ». PAYNTER 
—Kay, J., 28th October. 


Pracrice—StaTement or CLrarm—Particonars or Fraup anp Misrepre- 
sentation—R. 8. C., 1883, XIX., 6, 7. 


This was an application by the defendants that the plaintiff company 
might be orde: to give further and better particulars in writing of 
certain improper, wrong, fraudulent, and false entries, and of misrepre- 
sentation alleged by them in their statement of claim. In September, 
1883, the plaintiff company purchased from the defendants their business 
of engineers and ship repairers, and an agreement was then entered into 
between them by which it was agreed that the defendants should take the 
purchase-money 7 in cash and partly in shares of the plaintiff com- 
pany, and that the defendants, R. E. Paynter and J. Summers, should be 
employed by the company as general manager and manager of the engin- 
eering department respectively for the s of two years, and the agree- 
ment contained a | ere by the two defendants that the net profits of 
the company for the two years next following should amount to a sum 
sufficient to pay a dividend of not less than £7 10s. per cent., and that if 
they did not the defendants would make good the deficiency. The present 
action was brought by the plaintiff company for damages for fraud and 
m resentation. The plaintiff company, by its statement of 
alleged that the defendants had systematically, from the the 
pany commenced business, caused false entries to be made in the 
the ery wa be The defendants, after delivery of the statement 
applied for particulars of the alleged false entries, and an order was 
requiring the plaintiff a to give such 
with this order the plaintiff company deliv 


F 
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it 


i 


———_ In com 
particulars consisting of 
list of entries from the books, which were alleged by it to be fraudulen’ 
The defendants now applied that the com might be requi 
deliver further and better particulars. On of the defendants it 
contended that it was not sufficient for the company 
a mere list of entries which they alleged to be false, but that the 
ought to go further and say in what respect they were 

the court had ample power to require this to be done by ord. 
Kay, J., said that the allegation made by the company was 
defendants had designedly made false entries, which were either w 
fictitious or which were fictitious to some material extent. Partic 
these alleged false entries were given. On the part of the 
was said that they ought to know in what res 
alleged to be false. But the plea of the plaintiffs was that these entries 
were false, and unless they were able to prove that they were not merely 
wrong but false they would not succeed at the trial. The —— 
must be dismissed, with coste.—Oovunanat, Swufen Bady; R. Weodfali, 
BSouscrrons, Stocken ¢ Jupp, for Williams ¢ Co, Newport, Monmouth; 
Gibbs ¢ White, tor Joseph Gibbe, Newport, Monmouth. 
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LESLIE v. CAVE—North, J., 26th October. 
Discoveny—Propvorton or Documents—Derosir mx 
or Documznrs—Cory Dztrversp—R. 8. C., 1883, LXV., 27 (54). 
This was a motion Ce ee Cae Se ae ae 
1S ea documents mentioned in 


to be in his or as he had obtained from the executrix of 
the late solicitor of the wie pe greens Br Lee ke tweet 
the said documents of original documents relating to the 


- 


title of the plaintiffs to certain estates mentioned in the statement of 
claim in the action. The plaintiffs were in in 
question, to which the defendant claimed to the rightful heir. The 
porcine Bie Bene es ee arg on the 


tes nein aetna ae hes circular letters 
e A pervemep | con- 
false calonioted te injere title of the 

to the estates. The defendant had given notice to the tenants of some 


obtain the executrix of the deceased solicitor in the way 

Another point arose in the case. Rule 27 (54) of order 65 that 
**it shall not be necessary to take an office of an of dis- 
covery of documents, and the delivered by filing it may be 


JONES v. EVANS—North, J., 26th October. 
Practrice—Next Frrenp or Inrant—Szcvunrry ror Costs. 
This was a summons by some of the defendants that the next 


the plaintiff (who was an infant) might be ordered to give security for 
costs, OF that he might be semeted from the office of next friend. The 
for the application were that the next friend was an 

entire to the family of the infant, and that he was a person of 
no means. action was for the administration of an estate, and the 
it alleged that breaches of trast committed by three of the 
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who ve j ent to the terms of the compromise, or, 
if he been none, Nd treat the hearing as the trial of 
the action. this order the case came before Cave, J., who found 
that the action had been compromised on the terms above stated, and 
gave for the plaintiffs for £27, with costs. On taxation it was 
So conatauaatins the plaailis only entitled ts on thi 
ly, the plaintiffs were only enti to costs on the coun’ 

court scale. The master adopted this view. Field, J., on appeal, h 
that the £29, the value of the goods returned, must be taken into account, 
eS Re Re het Searels, ee De ee 
£50. for defendants now contended that the goods had not been 
recovered in the action, the defendants, as to them, having succeeded in 
goods had omy ae delivered on 

> Court (MaTHEw 


FP 
-) dismissed the appeal, of opinion that in 

og fi action.—CounsgL, 
Aequith ; B. F. Williams, Q.C.—Times. 


THE GAS LIGHT AND COKE CO. v. HERBERT SMITH & CO.— 
Q. B. Div., 26th October. 


Exguprron rrom Distress—Gas Firrmes—Gasworxs Oravses Acr, 1847 
(10 Vicr., c. 15, s. 14). 


The defendants, having levied a distress upon the premices of a tenant, 
and sold a gas cooking-stove which the tenant held on hire from 

the plaintiff company. The 14th section of the Gasworks Clauses Act, 1847 
poy om ay gd companies to let for hire ‘‘any meter . . . and 
any fittings for gas,”’ provides that ‘‘such meter and fittings shall 
be subject to distress. In The Gas Light and Coke Co. v. 
Herdy (30 Soxtcrrons’ Jovrwat, 655), it was held that a gas-stove for 
was a ‘‘fitting for the gas’’ within the meaning of 
and the similar visions of the subsequent statutes. It 

was now sought to exclude from this decision the case of a stove for 
cooking, containing, besides the burners and the chamber in which the 
gas was consumed, other chambers, together with grates, hot plates, and 
sach arrangements, for the reception of cooking utensils. Srzpuegn, J., 
he t the gas-stove clearly came within the judgment of 
Court of Appeal. It was not necessary to put such a fine edge on 


language that it must apply to one thing and could not apply to another. 
ye arene ym the term ‘‘ gas-fitting’’ seemed plain enough. If he 
(the it, he should say it was an instrument 


judge) had to 
used to ve or burn gas, and with such accessories as might be 
necessary in order to obtain the benefit of the combustion. If a distinc- 
to be drawn between the burners in this stove and the drawers 
so that the latter would be taken out and exempted from 
distress, it would certainly be a most inconvenient distinction. When, 
however, they came to a machine like a gas engine, it seemed to his 
lordship that they came to something which was much more than an 
instrament for receiving and burning gas. This iror. box, with its grates 
and drawers, was substantially one thing, and as it was used for the 
and combustion of gas, his lordship held it was within the 
,~ and exempt from distress.—CounseL, Sir R. Webster, A.G., and 
3 Lumley Smith, Q.C., and Cecil Chapman—Times. 








DOMESDAY BOOK. 


Ox Monday last the members of the Royal Historical Society met at the 
Record Office to view the two volumes of the Domesday Book and to hear 
& lecture by Mr. Hubert Hall on their history. The books, says the 
Standard, are bound in thick steel-mounted boards, rest on blue velvet 
cushions, and are preserved  aeeb tos pette at The first volume is @ 
hundred and eighty-two pages of vellum, fourteen and 
three-quarter inches, with five fly leaves at the 
at the end. The is in double column, and of 
, probably, has given the work a brown 


EE 
i 
B 
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colour; many of the and letters are shaded with 
ved ink; there are some sentences, entries, avd words altogether 
in sed, and some entries, both in black and red, have been 
deleted by a red-ink stroke being drawn through them. This volume 
survey of -one counties, and is hg vee ob analysis 
of the reports supplied by 8 Justiciaries or , who 
Were sent into every county and to ascertain the condition of the 
Bp agter dpe ead gs summoned in each hundred, consisting 
sheriffs, lords of manors, reeves or overseers of hundreds, bailiffs, 
and the villeins of the villages—in short, with the help of every grade of 
society, from the barons to the class immediately above the serfs 
of the leaves are smaller than the others, the reason being that had 
been added to complete a portion of the record which could not 
into the space allotted to it. One leaf has a small on cut off, but it 
was so mutilated before the record was written ; & third leaf is in the 
wrong place. The second volume is not in folio, but quarto, 104 by 6} 
and written, as it were, currente calamo, and my te oy It 
is far the first volume in clerical beauty and finish. The three 
counties of Essex, Norfolk, and Suffolk, w it describes, are not 
iacladed among the thirty-one counties in the folio volume, and the 
ee rere ee Senee o the the Commis- 
sionets, ee Ses See like the 
follo. In neither volume will there be any account of Northumber- 
land, Cumberiand, Westmorland, and Durham umerous other manu- 
scripts were exhibited. In the evening a lecture was delivered by Canon 


less than £50 had been recovered, and | Vv 


known as the ‘‘ Inquisitio Cantabrigiensis,’’ is a copy of the sur 
ey of ioe as returned by the BBs A King W: In 

the evening S Danedey oak in Lincoln’s- Hall, where two Pe 

= - i] subjects by Mr. Stuart A. Moore and J 
orace Roun 





THE BILLS OF SALE ACT, 1882. 
By James Wurrs, Li.D. 
I. 


I wow come to comsider the q is 
with the form?” This is a question of extreme uncer- 


a 
SS consideration 
would, y thought that no , a 
grantees, but in Melville v. Stringer (32 W. R. , & bill of sale to several 
to secure amounts due to them y el 
im accordance with the statutory form, on the ground that 
sancta simplicitas required by that form was yed. Bowen, L.J., 
‘¢ A substantial part of the form is that the property 
the person who finds the money, and that to such person repayment 
be made of the money borrowed, and therefore I do not think that a bill 
of sale is within the Act if the money is lent by one 


e 

= 

j 
eek 


aot ag 
repayable to another person, or if the property ni y it to one 
and repayment is to be to another, or if the ent of the pro- 


is to one 0 ee ee In fact, the 
udgment of Bowen, L.J., goes to the full extent of saying thata bill of 
sale to several persons not joint creditors is invalid. 

Next we come to the ls. Here we have to note section 4 of the 
Act, which requires a schedule of the goods to be annexed or written on 
Oe a a en ee ee 


though not of article m detail” (per Brett, Mt 

each class of goods, not of each in ” (per Brett, P 

in Roberts v. Roberts, 32 W. RB. 605), in which case a bill of sale was held 

void as to goods described in the schedule as “‘ household furniture and 

effects, implements of ee The deed need not state where the 
are (Ex parte Hill, L. R. 17 Q. B.D. 74). 

Next, by section 4, a bill of sale is feed tas against the grantor) 
in respect of any chattels specifically desc the schedule, of which 
the grantor is not the true owner at the time of the execution of the bill 

struction of this section ; clearly it prevents the use of the old 00 a 
con ion ; e use old common- 
, &c., which shall at any Ones ing the 
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continuance of this securi brought into or upon the 
<iahar in abtition to-ar in ouetiindion fee the deka’ he. nooeten Bs 
We shall see whether it is possible to make a bill of cover 


presently to 
goods substituted for the goods described in the schedule. 
Next we come to the words “‘ by way of security 
sum of £ in the 
cent. per annum ’’ [or whatever else may be the rate], 
Now, on these words, combined with the covenant for payment which 
Peta rmenl whoae “aaa wend Re ca 
The covenant for payment is to pay ‘ sum t 
with interest then due, by eq ‘paees on the 
day of ” [or whatever may be the stipulated times or time of 
payment). 


Whatever else must be the rate”’ has been held to mean that in any 
event the interest must be rateable. So in the leading case of Davis v. 


As at the rate of £60 per cent. per annum,’’ by instalments, 
Tee ee eae oe ees ee any of the covenants, 





; 


p> 
- 
pe 
# 
“> 


Set a 





RSRSE FB FESSOR sazy 2 2 ORS om 0 ce es er ee kl 





a tae 


eS PFs 3 FE 


Fe 885 ..4* 8 








one 
Pihe 
li of 
the 
nh on 
bill 
1 the 
neral 
nber 
ry of 
LR., 
held 
e and 
e the 


mtor) 
which 
6 bill 
m the 
mon- 
wg the 


nises, 
ned.’’ 
cover 


of the 
per 


which 
isions. 
gether 


ime of 


in any 
lavis V. 
talized 
ments, 
nants, 
due, 80 
re than 
at what 
7). In, 
md the 
risional 
, Bliott 
and oe 
oun 
Le 
trom Vv. 
use, On 
sx cent.) 
inishing 
of sale 
ould be 
lso. In 
at *‘ the 
yordance 








a, 


Oct. 30, 1886 
































Then as to “‘the stip 


peace yoo the Act ~ oe ee bbe 


payment.” Fry, L.J., in ve sae 
ny meee of himself and Brett, M.R., said “the words of 
of the schedule ate perhaps not clear; they may well include a time fixed 
by ee coe tg a event; they may perhaps ear gw a } ages to > 
ascertained by the pening of some mene g yl ; but they not, 
our opinion, include £ time to be ascertained by no but the mere 
choice and volition of the holder of the bill of sale.” 
been followed in subsequent cases (see Mackay v. Merritt, V.0.B., 34 
R. 433); and it may be now taken to be law that a covenant to 
ragdey demand fn’ a wo He sale. It tae ok not perhaps be 
to on the o of the ju as to moneys ata 
time fixed ince event or on the happening of con y. 
We have now arrived at the question —Viz.» 
What “terms as to insurance, payment of rent, or 
parties may to for the maintenance or 
may be tnschied in bills of sale? A judicial 
question would seem to be sufficiently d: ; 
tenance’’? Whatis meant by “defeasance”? A 
tion would seem to be that terms as to maintenance would cover any terms 
agreed on by the parties for the purpose of securin 
benefit of his mortgoge over the assigned chattels d the continuance 
of the security. ese terms, of course, must, by virtue of section 7 of 
the Act, and of the proviso given in the form, be subject to the 2 oornaen 
that the chattels shall not be liable to seizure for any cause other than 
those specified in section ". A reasonable inte: of the section 
and the proviso would seem to be that whatever terms were inconsistent 
with the section and the proviso would be inoperative—e.g., a power of 
seizure and immediate removal would be controlled by the section and 
proviso just as in our common form of conveyancing (a form which has 
received legislative sanction by the Ceareencins 259 an absolute power 
of sale in a mortgage is controlled by provisoes ting its exercise. This 
would have secured to borrowers all bie ives them, 
and would not have added to the legal of the statutory . The 
Court of A: however, has not taken either of these views. In fact 
they have said that the last of them is “absurd” (Zr parte Stanford, 
34 W. R, 507). ‘They have stringently confined the terms as to 
a oie oo mageae bo bay the Se a tan agro has been 
e wu g of many ectly bond fide o e,  encourage- 
ment of sos tn tho udiation of their obligations under them. 
The first thing which strikes a conveyancer about the statutory form 
is the absence of an express power of seizure or sale. There is no doubt 
he would think a power of seizure and sale necessary for the maintenance 
of the security. As to seizure, it is obviously no use marry Re ge se 
which conflict with section 7; but, at any rate, the insertion in the deed 
of an express power of seizure in the events specified in that section will 
help to shew on the face of the deed the rights of the parties. Seein 
that the construction of any power of seizure would be limited iy oe 
proviso at the end of the statutory form, it seems hard to hold that a 
power which purports to be exercisable in other than the events 
should be held void, but so it has been in Davis v. Burton (32 W. 423), 
Ex parte Pearce (Ib. 181), Myers v. Bitiott (834 W. R. 389), and Bianchi v. 
Offord (Li. R, 17 Q. B, D. 484), and many other cases, A power to enter 
the premises where the goods are, and to break open windows and doors 
to obtain admission, was on Stirling, J., in Lwmley v. Simmons (34 
W.R. 759), not to avoid the deed. 
Then, as to the power of sale, a prodent leudite cathe beatiy say ce, the 
implied power given by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, which is limited by 
m 20 of that Act, and cannot be exercised unless (1) three months 
notice to pay off the principal has been given ; or (2) interest is two 
months in arrear; or (3) unless there has been a breach of some provision 
other than the covenant for payment of the m money.or interest. 
Nor, as is cleat from section 7 of the 1882 Act, was it intended that the 
lender should so rely. It may be presumed, therefore, that a bill of sale 
was not invalid which contains an express power of sale exercisable in the 
events specified in that section (sée Consolidated Credit Corporation v. Gosney, 
84 W. R. 106). Moreover, it has been held by Cave, J.; in Ex parte 
Bentley (7b. 579), that a clause excluding the o of section 20 of the 
Conveyancing Act does not invalidate the bill of sale. The cases above 
cited as to the power of seizure apply also to of sale. That is 
to say, that the power of sale must not conflict with section 7 of the Act. 
The common-form power of sale usually provides that any purchaser shall 
not be bound to inquire whether any default au its exercise has 
arisen. Nevertheless, a clause to this effect was held be Lord Coleri 
0.J., and Cave, J., in Diniberg v. Parsons, to the deed; 
“Tam not sure that I quite know what ‘in 


wun he cama f extraordinary decision, having 
¢ form' imports.” This seems an 

regard to the fact that, by sub-section 2 of section 21 oa 

Act, 1881, an equivalent provision is implied by statute, It was followed, 

however, in Blaiberg and another ¥. Beckett and Fry, L. J., at 

_ Mist Prius, but he gave leave to appeal. The Con a was 

prrenty not referred to in either case. The commion- jause, 

, weually provides that out of the sale m the lender shall retain 


8 
s 


the sum and the costs of salé, &o. This clause was beld 
favelidese the deed in Consolidated Oredit, ge., Oo. ¥.-Goeney (84 W. BR, 
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mo *s covenants were commonly 
little value—I might say of no value. ‘Since 


have implied covenants for title, by making 
ficial owner’’ ; but in the cae ot 


of the form was eh gd 
the effect of oF 
eae Soar a be 

or receive 
she thes cha. It was anal avant 
that of the scheduled form es read 

Act of 1882—viz., the covenant 
goods without waiting for the of 
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The clause there as to expenses was very wide, and I am not sure that 
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tory form is so far from 


is only a guide tous to this extent—viz., that 
at any rate the covenant for quiet enjoyment implied by the use of the 
words “' beneficial owner” must not be introduced into bills of sale. In 
the Commercial Investment Co. v. Richardson (30 Soutcrrors’ JounNAL, 
433), a covenant nearly similar in terms to the implied covenant for further 
assurance was held to invalidate the bill of sale, and this case was followed 
in an unreported case of Ex parte Turner (cited in the Consolidated Credit, §c., 
Co, v. Cleaver, 34 W. R. 106). But in this last-mentioned case Cave, J., 
held that a covenant for further assurance by the grantor and ‘‘ those 

under her’ did not invalidate the bill of sale; and this was 
f cere pares Bewtings (3, Tew YB. 700. 

With to securities, a covenant to observe the covenants 
contained in a recited deed avoids the bill of sale (Lee and Another v. Barnes, 
34 W. R. 640, and in Simpson and Wife v. The Charing Cross Bank, Ib. 568), 

@ bill of sale and note were given to secure an ad- 
and the terms of the note were different from those of the bill of 
™ the deed was held void. 

far 


have now referred to all the reported decisions on the con- 
struction of the Act, so far as I have dealt with it. ‘The paper has been 
ot entertaining. I trust, however, that it may be 

of use to my brother practitioners hereafter, if only as a collection of the 
cases. Whether, after reading it and all the cases cited in it, they will 
ever be able to draw a bill of sale and be confident that itis in accordance 
form, I am very doubtful. Whether, on reading any bill of sale, 
to say what are the rights and liabilities of the parties to 

it, Tam dubious. The uncertainty of oe state of the law on this 
subject is a disgrace to our civilization. e statue is, from its title to its 
as discreditable a piece of drafting as is known to the statute book, 

and that is saying a great deal. In my opinion, it is just as useless in 
jocnses: ray Rag age weedeat oa Steph a laws, and in 
of its leading idea a method has been adopted which is simply 

barbaric. In days gone by judges have done much to alleviate the hard- 
— se-aewey f ill-drawn statutes. Rightly enough they now say that 
not to —_ but to interpret legislation. With all the 

respect which I, in common I am sure with all here, feel for our 

udges, I am constrained to say that I never studied a series of decisions 
on an Act which enlightened me less as to its meaning than those which I 
have just reviewed. This is not to be wondered at considering that in 
than one case they have said that they themselves are not sure of its 








OBITUARY. 
LORD MONKSWELL. 


The Right Hon. Robert Porrett Collier, first Lord Monkswell, one of 
ri died at Grasse, near Cannes, on the 27th 
in his sixty-ninth year. Lord Monkswell was the eldest son of Mr. 
Collier, many years M.P. for Plymouth, and was born in 1817. He 
was educated at the Plymouth Grammar School and at Trinity College, 

and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary 


Term, 1343, when he joined the Western Circuit and the Devonshire, 
Plymouth, and Devonport Sessions. He was for several years recorder of 
ena Leanne, be seared 0 ik gown Som Leek Coepmenth ie 
1854, and he was i counsel to the Admiralty and Judge Advocate 
of the Fleet in 1859. In 1841 he unsuccessfully contested the borough of 
Launceston in the Liberal interest, but in 1852 he was returned for Ply- 
ee ae res Se ataston yam. meas Sea 
years recognized leader ern Circuit, even with such 
as Montague Smith, Karslake, and Coleridge. In October, 1863, 
Siz William Atherton resigned the office of aay Smee oe 
See See ae ananeslied. Sa tho posse of Selborne, and the 
Sey a + gg Collier, who shortly after- 
wards received the “tg He retired with his 
June, 1866, but in December, , on the formation of Mr. Gladstone’s 
first Administration, he was appointed Attorney-General 
occa Wal town, 1869 turough the House of Commons. In 
November, mp 1, rd ge e of the Court of Common 
Pleas, in succession to Montague Smith, who had been a 
er Soe Te Ce, ont © len Gee 2 nivete he was transferred 
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council as a judge under the Privy 
Council Act, 1271. It may be remembered that this arrangement was 
meade the subject of 2 motion in each House for a vote of censure u 
Mz. Giadstone’s Government, and that both resolutions were by 
maszow majorities. Sir K. Collier shewed considerable ability as an 
See, aad So dasting with tho varied questions of Rodiestastionl, 
and Indian law des te bg dae magnet ebay ne Bn 
mittee. In July, 1485, he was to the peerage as Baron Monkewell 
He was a bencher of the Inner Temple. Lord Monkewell devoted most of 
his leteure to painting, and several of his pictures had been exhibited at 
Lo Academy. We was married, in soe the daughter of 
er 
atew the 





MR. ROBERT FEW. 


Mr. Robert Few, solicitor, of 19, Surrey-street, died on the 24th inst. 
in his eightieth year. Mr. Few was born in 1806. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1828. He practised for many years in Henrictta-street, 
Covent- n, but a few years he removed to Surrey-street. He 
was, at time of his death, in partnership with Mr. Charles 
Few and Mr. Robert Hamilton Few. He ym tig rea Sor a his 
firm being solicitors to the Metropolitan lums ct . Mr, 
Few had been for many years ese iliff of the City of West- 
minster, and he was deputy-chairman of the Olergy Mutual Assurance 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The subject for discussion upon the at the meeting of this societ 
on Tuesday, the 26thinst., was “‘ Thatit is desirable to rate pure personalty 
and d-rents in addition to other classes of popes Soy See 
The debate was opened by Mr. Ernest Todd, who the ve view, 
and was continued Messrs. Mossop, Phillips, Biden, and Pat‘insen. 
At the conclusion of debate a vote was taken, when there voted for 
the resolution two, and against it eleven, whereupon the 
declared it lost. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Monday last, Mr. E. E. Keep, moved a vote of want of confidence in 
the present Government. Mr. 8 y, M.P., supported the opener, and 
was followed, amongst others, by Mr. Moyle Mr. Kains-Jackson in 
opposition. The motion was lost by two votes. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Wri1am Foster Sraws11, late Chief Justice of Victoria, who has 
been appointed Lieutenant-Governor of that colony, and has also been 
created a Knight Commander of the Order of the Bath, is the son of Mr, 
Jonas Stawell, of Cork. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and 
he was called to the bar in Ireland in 1839. He was for many years 
Chief Justice of Victoria, which office he has just resigned. He received 
the honour of knighthood in 1857. , 


Mr. Frepgricx Bayyvorp Paxrort, solicitor, of Aylesbury, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Buckinghamshire for taking the 
Lamovielgaaine of Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. Cuar.tes Greenwoop, solicitor (of the firm of Nye, Greenwood, & 
Moreton), of 12, Serjeant’s-inn and 82, Blackfriars-road, has been 
appointed Steward of the Manor of Old Parr’s Garden, Southwark. Mr. 
Greenwood was admitted a solicitor in 1878. He is vestry clerk of the 

s of St. Saviour and Christ Church, and solicitor to the St. Saviour’s 
Board of Works. 


Mr. Joun James Srvarr Epwanrps, solicitor, of Bishop Auckland, has 
been —— a P Commissioner for the county of Durham for 
taking the Acknow! ts of Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. Wri11am Epwanp Davinson, barrister, has been epqrinted Legal 
Assistant to the Board of Trade. Mr. Davidson is the only son of Mr. 
William Davidson, of Braintree, Essex, and was born in 1853. He was 
educated at Balliol College, Oxford, where he graduated first class in 
Natural Science in 1875. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
May, 1879, and he has practised on the South Wales and Chester Circuit. 
Mr. Davidson was private secretary to Lord Herschell when Lord 


Mr. Gzoncz Mortzy Dowpzswez11, Q.C., official referee and recorder 
of Newbury, has been appointed a Magistrate for the county of Sussex. 





PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED, &c. 


Henny Warsow and Onantes Hewny Watson, solicitors (Wateon & © 


Son), Aylesbury. October 1. (Gazette, Oct. 22. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


sent in his resignation of that office to the Lord r. 


Mr. Baron Pollock, Mr. Justice 


have been appointed to try election during the ensuing year. 
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Mr. James Anderson, Q.C., the senior Official Referee, has, it is stated, — 
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Sir James Hannen intimated on Wednesday that in actions for trial in 
the parties may, in suitable cases, apply to have | 
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solicitors, and litigants could not, by agreement between themselves, put 
parties in other cases to inconvenience. The appeal must be struck on 


At a meeting of the Institute of Shorthand Writers on Monday even- 
ing last, a paper was read by Mr. E. Howard on the ‘‘ Type-writer, and 
its Utilization by the Shorthand Writer.” The author described the 
various machines and their mechanism, and discussed the questions of 
speed and legibility. He pointed out that there was considerably less 
fatigue to the operator than to the ordinary longhand writer; the body 
was more free and the hand less tired. In America a very high rate of 
speed had been obtained, and the use of the type-writer was very general. 
Barristers and solicitors preferred it to the ordinary writing, and no 
doubt in a short time England would adopt it to as great an extent as in 
the United States. It must be clearly understood that the type-writer 
did not compete with printing, but what was claimed for it was thaé it 
was infinitely superior to ordinary writing. In the discussion that fol- 
lowed many difficulties were pointed out which, it was thought, would 
militate against its use in the shorthand writer's office. In rep , the 
author said the so-called difficulties had been overcome in America, and, 
when further improvements which were impending were carried out, he 
was certain the type-writer would be generally oe in this country. 


At the Liverpool County Magistrates’ Court, on the 23rd inst., before 
Messrs. 8.8. Parker and J. Bingham, Thomas Constable and Valentine 
Constable were summoned to shew cause why they should not sup- 
port Mary Constable, their mother, who is at present chargeab: 
to the West Derby Guardians. Mr. A. J. ver a) 
the guardians, and Mr. Hull for the defendants. Mr eaver ex- 
plained that Mary Constable was divorced from her husband, who 
was still living, but he was not liable to support her. The non- 
liability to support the woman only applied to the husband, and had 
nothing to do with the sons. Under an Act of Elizabeth [43 Eliz. c. 2, 8.7], 
they were just as much liable as if there had been no divorce. Blood 
relations were liable to maintain their relations. There had been no case 
decided on the point in dispute, but he held. that the sons were liable. 
4 wom the mother were entitled to property the sons would be entitled 
to administer, and, on the other hand, the mother would be entitled to 
administer to the effects of the sons. Mr. Hull only wished to raise the 
point of argument beceuse it was a case never yet decided. Under a deed 
of separation the husband had to allow the woman 14s, a week. In 1870 
a decree of judicial separation was made, and the court ordered 12s. a week 
for maintenance. In 1877, in consequence of an act of adultery by the 
woman, a divorce was granted, but the court made no order of mainten- 
ance. Since 1566 this woman had been living apart from her husband. 
The sons were twenty-four and twenty-six years of age, and had had no 
consideration for that which they were called upon to pay, the woman not 
having taken the place of a mother tothem. The Bench, after considera- 
tion, said they were of opinion that it was u hard case on the sons, but if 
the woman destroyed her right to maintenance from her husband the 
deficiency must be supplied by the sons. They would make an order, 
leaving it to the sons to take it to a higher court if they liked. It was 
then agreed to accept 3s. a week, the unmarried son (Valentine) contri- 
buting 2s. and the married son (Thomas) 1s. 








LAND AND STOCK SALES. 


Nov. 4.—Messrs. Marsu, Mrtner, & Lanoron, at the Mart, at 2 p.m, 
Reversions, &c. (see advertisement. this week, p. 4). 


Mr. G. A. Wilkinson, of 7, Poultry, sold, at the Auction Mari, on the 
15th inst., £52,565 Five per Cent. Perpetual Debenture Stock of the South 
Metropolitan Gas Oo. e total amount realized was £69,652, or an 
average of a trifle over £132 10s. per £100 Stock. 


Last week Messrs. Fox & Bousfield offered for sale at the Auction 
Mart a large number of shares and stock in several public com The 
sale included 55 £20 shares, fully ‘paid, and 170 £6 13s, new thirds 
shares in the Epsom Grand Stand Association. The dividend paid on the 
shares for the year ending July last was at the rate of 20 per cent. per 
annum. The £20 shares were sold for £54 each, and the thirds shares 
realized £18 each, representing a premium of near 
hundred £10 shares, ally paid, in the Orient Steam 
whick the dividends are at the rate of 5 per cent., were at 
a ad g share. Three hundred and fifty £18 shares (£3 paid) in the 

and Mo 





Oo. of Egypt were sold for £1 12s. per share. It was 
stated that a dividend at the rate of 5 cent. ‘thet tase,” Bight 
March, 1884, but that there had been mo dividend that time. 


£10 shares (£6 paid) in the Langham Hotel Oo., upon which last 
dividend ~ af the rate of 124 per cent., were old at £12 10s. 

and £514 o stock in the City of London Brewery Oo. 

per £100 stock. e last dividend was 13 per cent, 


share 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1886. 


Specrat Notice.—Queen's Bench Final Appeals in Court [., end Chancerp 
* (General List) in Court 11., will be taken on the usual days during | 


“Appesis in Court II., will be taken on the firet and second days of the Sittin<s, 
destng ke Gittiene: Bankruptcy ~~ also, ah, 
ur e 
Apncks fous ee Legecctee De rh > 
tbe General will be taken im Court on Thursday, October 28th, and 
secly 2--‘Rbaotag, Ievtanesdthoank ineaie eneaaeiinde 2 sat tet 
ba a :—Tbureday, Sy oe, - Lee ae ng gf te 
sped agpdaea ie totum v 
APPEALS roR HzaRina, 
(Set down to Friday, Ootober 15th, inclusive.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


In re Brazilian Rye Osnstvastion, Orage Ft app of E D Oppert from ord of Mr 
Justice Chitty, dated 3 June, 1886 July 7 

Newbigging ¥ Acam Aéee y BOE ee tf Sy Aeeae Adm @ 
anr j of V C Bacon, dated 5 May, Jaly 8 

In re Contract for sale of C Estate made between Eliza Naylor (tenant 
for life) and Richard 8 and § L Act, 1882, and V & P Act, 1874 app of 
ony ga ey“ pamabacimiet Mr Justice Chitty in Chambers, dated 24 
une, | 

Pers ga ae app of W W Robertson (baviag liberty, &:) from part 
of ord of Mr Justice Pearson on fur dated 16 July, 1885 July 13 

P J Jackson & Co v N Co app of defts from judgt 


Co from judgt of Mr Justices 
Brookes, spp of pit Co from judgt of Mr Justice 
ian v Whitaker app of pits from ord of V C 


Jaly 165- 
In re Contract for of real estate made between H Harvey and Arthar 
Garrard, Beory Harvey from 


dated 7 Jan, 1886, and W & P Act, 1874 
ord of V © Bacon, dvted 2 July, 1886 July20 


In re Isase Evans, the » dec Davies v Evans app of the Garston avd 
wey Cee ar ee from ord of Mr Justice Kay, dated 8 July, 1935 
J 

Grenoad ¥ Horoey app of deft from judgt of V C Bacon, dated 24 July, 
1 y 

In re W Sugden, deo Hirst v meh yn Cig mag wy | 
Golem satel af Mr Jastice ovary Culet Clock's cortificaw, dated 


2 July, 1886 July 2% 
Hebert Bmuith, deo Watts v Watts app of dette trom part of order of Mc 
3 Jaly, 1886 a 


In re 
Justice K. ee Jaly 
fare T Price, the alder ay on dhalehés Une. teak 6 
judgt eumas, 


In re , Ceseali, x0 Lautan » Baws app of defts from order of Mr. Justios 
mo ay — — Harrison & ors 


In Macy Harrison, deo eg a= Pp 
from order of V C ub 1836 
Ce ee 
and Lenden & St Katharine Docks Oo 


Tend y Yount 
dette of Mr Justioe Chitty on appine to ext aside referee & 
pede Sy Mige of pit from judgtat ¥.C Bene, date 


fe 
i 
oA 


iiatah an caninmasenenateree te etna 


tera print 


nn aievee tree nee aeeanneiamaaateee 
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v Rothschild & Sons app of pit from jdgt of V C Bacon, dated 20 

In re The Queensland Steam Shipping Co ld & Co's Acts Expte C Parbury & 
ors are om order of Mr Justice North dismissing petn for winding 

up 

In re nis Chocolate Go Id & Co’s Acts (petn of A I M Bolanachi, deben- 
ture holéers and creditors) app of C H Kirby & ors from order of Mr Jastice 
North continuing voluntary windiog up Aug 16 

In re The Trade Mark “‘ Normal” No. 54259 & Patents, &c, Act, 1883 app of 
the ayo “e _ Mr Justice Chitty allowing preliminary objection to regis- 
tration Aug 

In re Courtier, dec Coles v Courtier Courtier v Coles app of R. Smith & anr 
as having liberty, &c) from order of ¥ C Bacon, dated Aug 4, 1886 


Woodward vy Sensum & Co app of defts from order of V C Bacon, dated 30 
Aug, 1886 Aug 20 

In re am eppin by Mesers Leaf, Sons & Co for registration of Trade Mark, No 
et ee oe ee eee Board of Trade & anr from order of 
V C Bacon directing registration, 30 July, 1886 Aug 23 

In re Randell, dec Hood v Randell app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kay, 
dated 28 July, 1886 26 

=— * app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 24 July, 


In re an of Abraham Webley to rectify registration of Trade Mark, No 
5,105, Clase B, George Ogden Talbot, on 25 March, 1876 app of 
Weblev from order of V C Bacon refusing to rectify registration, 
dated 30 July, 1886 Aug 27 
Jones v Powell (construction) - of H J Jones from part of order of Mr 
Justice Chitty, dated 10 Aug, 1 Aug 27 
In re Minne, dec Minns v Andrews (construction) app of pit from order of Mr 
Jestioe Key, dated 11 Aug, 1886 Ang 28 
In re Prosser, dec Rickwood v Prosser (construction) app of plts from order 
of V C Bacon, dated 9 Ang, 1886 Aug 28 
Biecoe v Jackson app of Attorney-Gen. from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 9 
Aug, 1886 refusing to vary Chief Clerk’s certificate Sept 2 
juckmaster v Buckmaster (constructiun of settlement) app of L C Seaton from 
wm Tt 91 Besos, dated dt Ang, 1886 Seot 3 
re ion v of Philippe Canonge from order of Mr 
Jastice North, dated 3 Aug, 1886 Sapt 2 zi 
Probste Joseph Crane & ors v Ed Crane &anr spp of pits from judgt of 
the President gery feng for revocation of Probate Sept 3 
In re London & Leeds ld & Co’s Acts of T Noton from Mr Justice 
Grantham dismissing petition to wind up Uo 13 


Appeals from the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
From Interlocutory Orders, 
1886, 


Ebrard & Cov Gassicr andamr app > famed from order of the Vice-Chancellor 


disallowing objections to taxn 
In re Thomes 


eellor to direct account and payment of assets in hands of solicitor Oct 4 
From Fins! Orders and Judgments. 


1886. 


In re W Jordan, dec In re T A Jordan’s Estate (petn of Frances Mary Wake- 
map) spp of petar from order of the Vice-Chancel 


In re Estate of Edwin Huehes, dec app of F C Hengler and anr (trustees and 
exons) from jdgt of the Vice Chanceliec, dated 29 March, 1886 Msy 10 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Chancery Division. 
Separate List. 
1886. 


In re J.G. Alford, dec Hunt v Parry spp of pit from Mr Justice Pearson re- 


ing Gees 3 out of estate for maintenance and education, dated 


> 
ah 


The 
Justice North restraining sale of covenant June 3 
rule 1,ord 29 July 14 


tr al 4 
Is SU 6 Tiskee, wokrs In re Hilleary & Hilleary, solrs app 
g objections to 


za 
= 
: 
i 
7 
3 


Ee 
itt 
Hi 
if 
“ft 
af 
Ht 


i 
i 
‘ 
{ 
: 
: 


Aug 
tty, Gent, one, &c, and In re Toxteth Brewery Co & Co’s Acts 
a d Chancery Lancister Acts app of liquidator from refusal of Vice-Chan- 


lor, dated 25 March, 1886 


setting down are reached in 


Leicester Hosiery Co, ld v Greswold Se Ob Se stad te 
stockings contrary 


order not perfected 
The Germ Co ld v Robisson opp of pt from jue of Br Sunt Bog 
srt 


aft from refusal of Mr Justice Chitty of appin for 
of Messrs 
taxation 


Reichel v Bi of Oxford of plt from Mr Justice Grantham (sitting 
V ecailon Judge) sefosing injposion, daied 29 Sept, 1890 Sept a 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Masters 1n CHAMBERS. 


During the Michaelmas Sittings the Masters will attend Chambers as 
follows:—A to F.—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master the 
Hon. R. Butler; Tuesdays, Thuredays, and Saturdays, Master Gordon. 
G to N.—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Kaye; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master G. Pollock. O to Z.—Mondays, Wed- 
nesdays, and Fridays, Master Manley-Smith ; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
Saturdays, Master Francis. In the A to F Division all applications by 
summons or otherwise m actions assigned to Sir Frederick Pollock (late 
senior Master) are to be made returnable before the Masters in Chambers, 
A to F Division. All applications by summons or otherwise in actions 
assigned by Master Johnson are to be made returnable before him in 
his own room (No. 175) at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and 
Fridays. All applications by summons or otherwise in actions ed 
to the late Master Romilly are to be made returnable before the Masters 
in Chambers, A to F Division. In the G to N Division all applications 
by summons or otherwise in actions ed to Master Hodgson are to 
be made returnable before him in his own room (No. 112) at 11.30 a.m, on 
Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. All tions by summons or 
other in actions assigned to Master the Hon. R. Butler under these 
letters are to be made returnable before him in Chambers, A to F Division. 
In the O to Z Division all applications by summons or otherwise in actions 
assigned to Master Walton are to be made returnable before him in his 
own room (No. 174) at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and . 
The parties are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ Chambers and the 
summonses will be inserted in the list for the day after the summonses 
to be heard before the Master Sitting in Chambers, and will be called 
over by the attendant on the ve rooms for a first and second time 
at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the Master in the same manner as if 
they wee returnable at Chambers. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.— FRIDAY, Oct. 22, 1986. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiMrrep In CHANCERY. 

ARDIFF IRON AND Trin Prats Co, Lowtrep.—By an order made by Grantham, 
J., dated Oct 13, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company 
be continued. & Co, Great George st, Westminster, solors for petners 
Buenirt, THomas, & Co, Liurrep.—The Yi sage has. by an order dated 
Sept i, qppolnies Mx Ueces > Gy st to be official liquidator 
ust Co, Lrairep.—Petn for up. presented Oct 18. directed 
to be heard before North, J., on Oct 30. & Oo, Bucklersbury, solors for 


petner 
ure Mor Luwpy Gotp Co, Luarep.—Petn for winding un, presented Oct 1, 
to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Oct 30. Poole & Co, Chan- 

cery lane. solors for petner 

UNITED PATENTS CORPORATION, LIMITED.—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 19, 
directed to be heard before Kay, J, on Oct 30. Darley & Cumberland, John at, 
Bedford row, solors for petner 

Wericnt, E. J., .—By an order made by Grantham, J, dated Oct 13, it was 
ordered that E. J. Wright, Limited, be wound up. Piesse & Son, Old Jewry 
chbrs, solors for creditors 


Cc 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
NeEsTon AND DisTricr PERMANENT BuitpinG Socrety.—By an order 
by Grantham, J, dated Oct 13, it was ordered that the society be wound 
». Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Sharman & Oo, Liverpool, solors 
or petner 


JoHORE DEVELOPMENT ComMMITTEE, LimiITED.—Petn for win 
Oct 20, directed to be heard at Assize Courts, Manchester, on 
Brabner & Court, Liverpool, solors for petner 

STANNARIES OF OORNWALL. 
Luarep us CHANCERY. 
Ducny Perv, LawrTep on, cates snade 27 Ste Vice-Warden, dated Oct 19, 


pow Big ey ty be wound up. Hodge & 

rate. agents tor Walt & Co, Tenet len 'eees for peter sai 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

DIncLze Sx see Buriat Towrine Society, Church Institute, Miles st, Livers 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Oct, 26, 1886, 
LiItITed In CHANCERY. 


onday, Nov 


fon. solor for 
Kyswick OL  Biaewerr Co, Lanna. —Petm tor winding wp. presented Oot 


Ov 
ehaven, solors for 


presented O06 23, d to 
& Co, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity st, solors for petner 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Mornine Srar SICK AND BURIAL ° Inn, Rochdale. Oct 22 
REVIVING Srac Lover LoraL pay tte ODEEN Upper OF FORRSTERS, 
White Horse Inn, Milford, Hants. Oct #1 
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RE MN 





Avromatic Botter FreEpER, Liwrrep.—Petn for win “> prgocutel Co 
Sree tc be beard bakers Bacon, V0. om How & Ciiseon, at, », 


or Max Siyananze Oo, Laura Pets Yor winding wm 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 


ee 
BULLEN, BLancHE Mary TOWNEND, ton Faversham, Kent. Nov 30. 
Cunliffes & Dave: 


, Ubancery 
CRUTCHER, Wontae, ee wer Norwood, Surrey, Corn Merchant, Nov 7. Tarn, 
B 


ot lane 
DaLTon, one BripGet AnnE St Crare, Abingdon villas, Kensington. Nov 
22. @ Co, Lincoln’s inn ds 
DETTMAR, cam, Wanstead, Essex, Eeq. Nov 29. Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, 


DrxE, NT ERLES Pastas, Sittingbourne, Major. Dec 15. Plaskitt, Lincoln’s inn 


FarrEk, ReBeEcoA, Plashet, Upton pk, Essex. Nov 380. Quilter, Fore st 


Fowtze, Ror Mosanr, on Burlington st, Bsq, M.D. Dec 10, Smith & Wilmer, 
Hawes, sent + Stanley rd, Teddington, Managing Director. Dec 1. Har- 


Po. Strand 

..., ioe Na. st, Barnstaple. Nov8. Harding & Son, Barnstaple 
Hott, Tx#omas, Cononley, York, Farmer. Nov 27. Hartley, Nelson 

James, WitLiam VaveHan, Haverfordwest, Solicitor. Nov 1. Eliz Marion 


Ji an, OS Cliff co’ , Harroldstone West 
JONES, ce y upon Thames, Seedsman. Dec 1. Cooper & Son, Henley 
on 
LAMBERT, Ropenr, Wallington, Surrey, Snuff Manufacturer. Novis. Streeter, 
on 
Lea, ee Brunswick rd, Gloucester, Gent. Nov 6. Bretherton & Son, 
Lema, Scee, enzance, Cornwall, Omnibus Proprietor. Dec 16. Plomer, 
MIDDLETO age st, Old Kent rd, Engineer. Nov 30. Peddell, 
Gubdhell chat entire: Boe acinghall st : 
Moopy, LF Wottaston, Grosyenor rd, Pimlico, Gent. Jan 381. Glyn, 
Oota, Siam Sopmia Frances, Patcham, Sussex. Dec 25. Stuckey & Co, 


t 
PEARSE, TIAN LaDELL, Bawdeswell, Norfolk, Farmer. Nov 10. Collyer, 
Nov 26. Meadows & Eliott, Hastings 


Reepham, Norfolk 

PICKNELL, CATHERINE, Hastings. 

RoPeEr, yx =F Ann, Chapel-en-le-Frith, Derby. Nov20. Bennett & Co, Chapel- 
en-le-) 


SLACK Sass, ty, l-en-le-Frith, Derby. Noy 20. Bennett & Co, Chapel-en-le- 


SMITH, Sen 0aN, Howard st, Reading. Dec15, Dryland, Reading 
Surciarrs, ALLEN, Bradford, York, Cotton Spinner. Nov 9. Newton Rhodes, 


Fatags, 2 om, Milnthorpe, Westmoreland, Solicitor. Nov 20. Talbot & Rheam, 
orpe 
va | Cabccann, Lyall st, Belgrave sq. Dec 1. Walfords, Bolton st, 


WALKER, CHARLOTTE, Knockholt, Kent. Novis. Latter & Willett, Bromley 
Waray, | GrorGE, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Dec 28. Watson & Co, 


WHITEHEAD, Francois FREDERICK, Greenfield, Saddleworth, York. Dec 1. 
Rowntree, Oldham 

Wii pve, Ropert Samven, Lee, Kent, Gent. Nov 30, Hanbury & Co, New 

Woop, Wirtrax, Lydney, Gloucester, Timber Merchant. Nov 20. Fyrer, 


Cok 
Woopwarp, Davin, Upton, nr Macclesfield, Gent. Nova3. Procter, Macclesfield 
Worspeti, Natuanret, Oxton, nr Birkenhead, Gent. Dee8. Watson & Dendy, 


Newcastle upon Tyne . 2.) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
Fuiton.—Oct. 21, at 52, Pjarendon-coad, Notting-hill, the wife of Forrest Fulton, 


MLP., fa daughter. 
GLEN. . 4, at 2, yunstay-gardens, Kensington, W., the wife of 
R. ham Glen, M.A., Vania barrister-a' F 


MoCALL. Oct. 19, at 98, Lexham-gardens, the wife of &. ‘A. McCall, barrister-at- 


law, of a son. 
McNavueutTon. — Oct. 22. Guilsfield, Clapham-park, 8.W., the wife of D. 


Norman McNaughton, barrisigrat law, ot Tages 


MARRIA 
JELLICOE—FiInLAYs0n.—Oct, 20, at St. Mark’ ey oy 
Jellicoe, of 28, New B E.G. solickor, thee abies. daugh 
ot Thomas layeon, of park, 
WARBURTON— WHITTINGHAM. — , at fonthons, Tey . of 
Manchester, solicitor, to Mery Amy, daughter of 
ham, of Sandbach. DEATHS. 
Bonn. — Oct. 17, at Singapore, Straits Settlements, Isaac Swinburae Bond, 
jw, and Member of the Council. 


barrister-a 
Fsew.—Oct 24, Robert Few, of 19, yids oy Strand, aged 79. 





BAN KRUPTCY NOTICES. 





REC 
A 4 ‘oodhall 
an: Oe ES Nov 10 03 8. ot Bone 
arena Nov Bene 
zam NOV al . 
«es my 7 Bien Schoolmaster. Salford. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 
18, Exam Nov 
Baan, Dignan . an, Montgomery, Paquet, Weuews Ge} Cet os 
Ord 19, 
Y, Humny , South ck ea Stockton on Tees'and Middles- 
beso, hg Sra Sk mm Se Sheffield. Pet Oot 18. 
N, 
Ord Oot i am Nov it ob tL 


Berton, BLIZABETH, Rattlesden 
Oct 2 a deat: eatinnbask ye Wer an rf 
SO eeESS tere 







eee Sah Brae Mamucre,Mary Pet Oct 9. 
Fox, Wins Nov'ae at f. EetF Court. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 16. 


GopFREY, FRED) 


Berks, Grocer. Newbury. 
one ya ee Sudtervary. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 
rar en eva ea oe Ba ont 

wes, Ge EORGE, Wescott B Thos 


Nov? 


Townhall, Hull voreester, Hashes, ‘Worcester. Pet Oct $0. Ord Det 2. 


i ene a Bristol. Pet Oct 0, Ord Oct 90. Exam 

UromsY, WIILiAs. @urrey, Tea Dealer. Croydon. Ped Sept 

: Dealer in Fancy Goods, Pres- 
im, Wi . Nottingham. Pet Oct so. Ord 
ea ee S pes ema ratte 

so. ea Leeds. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 18. 
am 

Kitson, , Yorks, Mason. Dewsbury. Pet Oct 16. Ord Oot 


yaad 
target end To LASeTE eo Pai Pas 


po 
























ey Oldham, out of business. Oldham. Pet Oct 18, Ord Oct 
18, Exam Nov 9 at 12.30 
Morte, FRepeRics, Norwich, Ticket Writer. Pet Oct %. Grd Oct 


20. Exam Noy 17 at 12 at Shirehall, Norwich 
Sheffield, 


Morton, THoMas, Horn Cutter. Sheffield. Oct 2. Ord Oct 20. 
Exam Nov 8st 1150 


. ote ne iam Nov 3 11.30 at trae Lic in Rel ve ow ® 
nein, bax Oct 18. Ord 

connie webnen Smee, : 

0’Co: Milliner. Carlisle. Pet Oct 19. Ord Oct 10. 


Ospons GRORO, W Cy Or menage Oldbury. Pet 
Se aa ee 





23. Ord Oct 18. 

os York. Pet Oct. Ord Oct. Ben 
I Leeds. Pet Oct 1%. Ord Ochs. Exam 
upon Trent, Glass Dealer. Nottingham. Pet 
Oct ik Hpain NOV 6 ten. Qanene. Bet Our tm, Ord 
fans ET ern Bate Croydon. Pet Sept 9, Ord Dot 15. 


ee , Kent, Contractor. Greenwich. Pet Gcti®. Grd Oct 
ae p Sy he 


wie aS a ge oar Bete Gas 


sore siot Sues yet Boot Maker, Nottingham, Pet Qct#. Ord 
ou cy ae Yorks, Tailor. Bradford. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 1. 
aipdleeangen Brentford. Pet Oct 

19. Gra : 2 
Pet Get 
Birkeo- 


Oldvury. Pet 


Us, JOHN, 
Noy 12 at 11.30 
GEORGE, 
Nov 16 at 11 
wee ee Te 


for that published tu the 
Pet Oct 23, Gnd Oct 


sunsttunn Gch eae? Nov Sat 10.2, Court Bouse, 
Trelystan, Montgomerythire, Farmer, Nor 2 at 1. (if Reo, 





rt, Mon, Saddler. . Newport, Mon, Es 
vuzain Ot a8 wht 
east aster Painter. ve ee en 
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was % | RoBERT, Hottinghens. out of business. Oct 30 at 11. Off Rec, 
Bovnss, See eee as Oct 29 at 3. Off Rec, 1, High 
| ss fey on hong / nla eames Nov 1 at 12.30. Off Rec, 


‘Trodeear pl, Newvort Lancs, Painter. Nov 2at11.15. 16, Wood st, Bolton 
28 oad Luton, Butchér. Oct 390at 11. Off Rec, 29, Park st West, 


CoLtins, JaMEs Putiir, Dovercourt, Essex, Builder. Nov 3at 12.30. Pier Hotel, 


Essex 
Wurm, Lyre JAMES CROSSFIELD, JOHN CROSSFIELD, 
GEORGE CROSSFIELD, Arnside, Westmoreland, Joiners. Oct 30 at 11. 


Rise. 37, Stramongate. Arnie 


and 
Off 


Ext. Jounw Wit11am, Comberton, Cambridgeshire, Builder. Nov? at 12. Off 
Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Can Cambridge 
WILLiaM, Bromwich, Brick Manufacturer. Nov 1 at 2. Off Rec, 


ore row, Birmingham 
GLOVER, oan Wiru1ax, anton it Grocer. Noviati2. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 


Horrer, CHARLES R upon sy gt ot business. Nov 1 at 3. 
Of Hee) Lincoln's inn bides Box ee 
Horostrs, Witt, E: ‘ord, Drysalter. ry = Off Rec, 81, Manor row, 


How. J nr Huddersfield, Gr Oct 29 at 11. h & 
— one, Lamewood, ocer. a Haig! 


JACKSON, ys ANN, ¢ Noxtingiain = Manufacturer. Oct 30 at 12. Off Rec, 
1, pavement, Ni 
JAMESON, aoe HENRY, Broc’ , Kent, Surveyor. Oct 29 at12. Off Rec, 109, 
Kettx, J J, Braton st, Berkeley sq, Lieut Colonel. Oct 29 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoin’s 
Kwxicut, RoseEkt. Kilvington Rectory, Nottingham, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 
Watil. Off Rec, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 
EpWARrpD, Birmingham, Chai 4 Nov 2atii. Off Rec, 
——— EpwakbD GEorGE, Gorleston, Suffolk, oe Victualler. Nov 2 at 
.30. Lovewell Blake. South Quay. Gt Yarmou 
i wary, Yorks, Rag Grinder. Oct 29 at 4. Off Rec, Bank 
soMax, BEETAUS ANUS PARTRIDGE, High st, Peckham, Butcher. Nov 3 at 11. 33, 
scone es Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Nov 2at3. Off Rec, 35, Vic- 
anise fared em, out of business. Nov 1 at 3.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
Mont. FREDERICK, Norwich, Ticket Writer. Oct 30 at 11. Off Rec, 8, King st, 


es ioe, Pontymister, Mon, Grocer. Nov 1 at 12. Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
pl, Mon 
oO INIFRED, Carlisle, Milliner. Nov? at 12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 


. FREDERICK, Ba’ Yorks, Furniture Deal 
ee Hatley, ks, e er. Oct 29 at 3. 
PaYse, JOEN, Dartfo: 


Off Rec, 
Bootmaker. Nov 2at 11.30, Off Rec, High st, Roch- 
Pom, Beste Jouve. Conti, Colliery Agent. Oct 29 at 2.30. Off Rec, 3, 
Deere, Swomas Basnm, Seunth . Grocer. Noviat 2. Hull In- 


corporated Law Society Linco’ inn bid 's. Bowlalle: lane. Hull 
Precious, Joux, Wetherby, Yorke ed 12.30. Off Rec, York 


Barz, Joux, Yearby, Yorks, Sisnee. Nov 2 at 11. Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
ee Sees. Swansea, no occupation. Oct 0 at11. Off Ree, 6, 
Rozrerts, W: Atherstone, Warwick, out of business. Nov 5 at 11. Off 
SLEGG, ae) z (sep estate), Bishopsgate st Without, Builder. Oct 29 at 2.30. 
sar, Dosh —* cpl Sowerby Westmoreland, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 29 
guocnen, deren, Pudsey, Yorks Tailor. Oct 29 at 3. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 

nn, Bostagal st, Lines ina occupation. Nov3at12. Bankruptcy bdgs, 


ecumas, A Morchard Bishop, Devon, Baker. Nov iat 3. 13, Bedford 
Tarte Be | gy Lan Aucti 

2 leeng f cashire, oneer. Nov 4 at 1. Exchange 
‘Wanprsoeton, Joux, Colne, Lancashire, Joiner. Nov 4 at2. Exchange Hotel, 


St Thomas rd, Seven Sisters’ rd, Architect. Nov 3 at 
11. 33, Carey st, Li ’s inn 
Warm, AED, Aston Newtown, Warwickshire, Boot Dealer. Nov 1 at 11. 


Wrz14ms, Davin, Leeds. Grocer. Oct 29 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Wasggms., Fucus, Lisarwet, Denbighshire, Grocer. Oct 29 at 1. Eagles 
Woounovss, soon, B Exocn, Ecclesfield, Yorks, Butcher. Nov 1 at 11. Off Rec, Fig- 
a pa Dursley, Gloucesters atchmaker. 
no Oct 9 a8 3. 08 Ree, 18, King st, ite: - sab Se 
a alfzer, Ty Lancashire, Beerseller. Nov 2 at 3. 16, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
nee, ae, Woodhall Spa, Lincolnshire, Cottager. Lincoln. Pet Oct 


Aprnont, Fraxcis, Birmingham, Draper. Birmingham. Pet Oct1s. Ord Oct 18 
ArErweos, Jous Evwaxp, Sheffield, Joiner. Sheffield. Pet Oct 19. Ord Oct 19 


Betirerr, Heser, 7 . tod 
et, ew 7 Seoriten, Inatneper kton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
Britis, Jonx, Coal Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 31. Ord Oct 20 
mera Jous, Liverjool, Provision Broker. Liverpool. Pet Sept 2%. Ord 
mae] Shefficid, Refreshment House Keeper. Sheffield. Pet Oct 18. 
pot fo |, & Mect, mr Liskeard, Farmer. East Stonchouse. Pet Oct 5. 
Bown, san TFrvsaii, Newport, Mon, Saddler. Newport, Mon. Pet Oct 


mee FeO ie nh eee ene Com Deas High 
Pi ie Engine Tenter, Oldham. Pet Oct 4. 
CLagiInon. 
emyton. 


o N A 
To Basten. Northampton, Boot Manufacturer North- 





CuLiFTon, CHARLES, Oldbury, Baker. Oldbury. Pet Oct 14. Ord Oct 19 ; 
DAVIEs, me, Petanss Blaenllecha, Glamorgan, Carpenter. Pontypridd. Pet Aug4, 
ELLs, , Jom Wt, Comberton, Cambridge, Builder. Cambridge. Pet Oct 


Ord 
Extwoon, W11114M, North Shields, Saddler. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Oct 5, 
Fretp, W11114M, West Bromwich, Brick Manufacturer. Oldbury. Pet Oct 9, . 


Ord Oct 1 

2 Temperioy, Cheshire, Yarn Agent. Manchester. Pet 
Sept 21. Ord Ok 1 
HAYNES. BENJAMIN, Glizton ter, Penge, Builder. Croydon. Pet June 2%. Ord 


Oct 15 

Hopper, Rr , Kingston upon Hull, out of business. Kingston upon 
Pet Oct 20. Ord Oct 20 - 

Howaars, J ony amqwecs, nr Huddersfield, Grocer. Huddersfield. Pet Oct 

15. Ord 

Hutme, Wirt11aM, Worcester, Hatter. Worcester. Pet Oct 20. Ord Oct 20 


Jackson, Writ1aM Tuomas, Wetherby, Yorks, Grocer. York. PetOct16. Ord 


1 
Kay, Joun, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Model Maker. Leeds. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 20 


eee Ook ta. “Ord Oot 16 New Malton, Yorks, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet 
CHARLES WILLIAM, Cornwall rd, Notting hill, Dentist. High Court. 


Pet Sept 21. Ord O 
Morton, THOMAS, Sheffield, Horn Cutter. Sheffield. Pet Oct 20. Ord Oct 20 


ne oet Se See. Newport, I.W., Tailor. Newport and Ryde. Pet 
Iany, Pea, Batley, Yorks, Furniture Dealer. Dewsbury. Pet Oct 11, 

Ord 1 

Prince, GEORGE, Leeds, Whitesmith. Leeds. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 20 


Rann, J lame, yote. Js tS Farmer. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
et Oct 15. 
ROBINSON, JOHN Couwans, and and E EDWARD JAMES BAYLY, Liverpool, Bicycle Manu- 
Liverpoo! et Sept 25. Orda Oct 20 

RowELL, came Middle Br Bru BA Farm, Northumberland, Widow. Newcastle on 
Tyne. PetSept 10. Ord Oct 18 

MUND, and JOHN FREDERICK BECKETT, Myddleton st, Clerkenwell, 
Jewellers. Court. Pet Bept 7. Ord Oct 
SHEARD, GEORGE HENRY, Mirfield, Yorks, Grocer. Dewsbury. Pet Uct 6. Ord 


Oct 19 
PR a JOHN, Pudsey, Yorks, Tailor. Bradford, Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 18 
TATU yl Burnley, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Burnley. Pet Oct 16. Ord 
W111, New Brighton, Cheshire, Cigar Merchant. Birken- 


head. Pet Oct 19. Ord Oct 20 
Towers, W1LL1AM, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle, Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 18 


Watts, James, and JoserpH Warts, Drewsteignton, Devon, Farmers, East 
Stonehouse. Pet Oct 6. Ord Oct 18 
London Gazette.—TvuEsDAY, OcT. 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
STEPHEN JOHN, B 
a me 









ries 


BIcEMO: 


edhe 


antwich, Tiemntn Nantwich and Crewe. Pet » 

Ta" een Mov 10 at 11 at Nantwich @ 

OHN, yp Leeds, Miner. Leeds. Pet Oct 21. Ord Oct 21. 

, Smee Builder. Stoke upon Trent. Pet 
Nov 

, Joiner. Stockport. Pet Oct 6. Ord 


ithington, 
21, Exam Nov 11 at 11.30 
MFIELD. Exeter, Manufacturing Stationer. Exeter. Pet Oct 23. 
rd Oct 23. Exam Nov 18 at 11 
M ter. Newport, Mon. Pet Oct 21. Ord 


Brown, GrorGe, N 
Oct 23. Exam 
s Lane. Pet 


ois 


on, 
ov 4 at 11.30 
ton 8t Edmund’s, Norfolk, Baker. 
20. Exam Nov 11 at 10.30 at Court house, 
Bum, < ON, Gillingham, pa Schoolmaster. Rochester. Pet Oct a. 





BuroEss, James, H 
Oct 20. Ord 






CRUTCHLEY, HENry Hazprw 
Leominster. Pet Oct 22. ’ Ord 
CHARLES oet 


Devonport, 
nig pe Rg 





Dealer. Fast Stonehouse. Pet 
Priors, Sign Writer. Warwick. Pet 


Finchley, Mercantile Olerk, 
A, ae 17 ati f~ a Barnet 


ahspague ae et Sept 14. Ord Oct 
Nov 2% a Sates Seabed 
EaupiNo, DANIEL, Folkestone, Cook. Canterbury. Pet Oct 22. Ord Oct 23. 


vous, Saenen, Cesdig; Daliées, Cardiff. Pet Oct 23. Ord Oct 23, Exam Dec 
FREEMAN, Smarden, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. Pet Oct 19. Ord Oct 
Fu ne, Huey, nat rd, G High Oourt. Pet Sept7. Ord Oct 22 

Exam Nov 26 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields oni q 


Hatwi1zyY, Roper Tuomas, . Manchester, Pet Oct 6. 
Exam Nov 15 at 1t 


























Hammond Lag pd Soort, and Joun Epwarp Hammonn, Noel st, Soho, Book- 
binders, High Court. Pet Oct 19. Ord Oct 22. Exam Dec 3 at 11,30 at 4, 
HA ; Landport, Outfitter. Portsmouth. Pet Oct 2. 
WTON, EDMUND, 
Ord Oot exam 8 at 
se Ohiswick. Brentford. Pet Aug 19. Ord Oct 21, Exam Nov@ 
JOHN, CHARLES, rat Hat Manufacturer. Cardiff. Pet Oct5. Ord Octi® ~ 
N Jaume, Alpes vi Tottenham ct rd, Milliner. Greenwich. Pet Oct 2%. 
a a oath, Pet Oot 29, Ord Oe 
rum, aim Noy ba 10 90 at Townhall, ’ : 
Cardiff, Fruiterer. Cardiff. Pet Uct 21. Ord Oct2i, Exam 





ame 


Surrey, Tailor. Kingston, Surrey. Pot Oot 10. Ord 
ov 4 
Willington, Durham, Grocer. Durham. Pot Oct i. 
epee toa 5 
or jowport, nom Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon, Pet Oct2i. Ord 


x? Stattord, Bootmaker, Dudley. Pet Oct 11. Ord Oct 









Romar ve 








—— > 


ugi. @ 


Oct 
dot 5. 
det 9. 

Pet 

Ord 
‘upon 
t Oct 


10 
, Ord 


*% 20 
. Pet 
Court. 
5 20 
. Pet 
ct il, 


rough, 
Manu- 
stle on 
mwell, 
} Ord 


b18 
. Ord 


sirken- 
18 


East 


ngham. 
re. Pet 
Oct 21. 
it. Pet 
6. Ord 
Oct 23. 
1. Ord 
nn. Pet 
4ynn 

rd Oct 


1 Court. 
ields 
ctualler, 


se. Pet 
ick. Pet 
» Olerk. 
Barnet 
Ord Oct 
L Oct 23. 
xam Dec 
Ord Oct 
‘d Oct 22. 
rd Oct 21. 


10, Book- 
1,30 at M4, 


t+ Oct 23. 
im Nov 2% 
rd Oct 1%. 
et Oct 22%. 
, Ord Oct 
i. Exam 
b 19, Ord 
Pot Oct 2. 
21. Ord 

Ord Oct 
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RosrNson. ] Mark, ak, Cigetiors upon Avon, Saddler. Warwick. Pet ned 2%. Ord 


BaD0nOvE 5 Gace beter Od Now North rd, 


6 ern Se re. 
Extzy, Leeds, Hackle Maker. Leeds. Pet Oct 21. Ord Oct 21. 
1 
ord, Essex, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet Oct 22. Ord 
Exam Nov 30 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ae ET Oats. Taek Movies ie : : vse 
23. 5 ov 10a 
TaYLOR, ROBERT FREDERICK STOPFORD, Leicester, Surgeon. Leicester. Pet Oct 


Ord Oct 21. E Nov 10 at 10 
21, Ord xam Nov 10 a’ aaigii Pet 


Eee 
a) 





STEPHEN a, Pembroke Dock, Butcher. 
re Oct, 18. Ord Ord Oct 20. Exam Nov 8 at 11.15 at Temperance Hall, Pem! 


Tomas, GEORGE LLOYD, Newport, Mon, Draper. Newport, Mon. Pet Oct 20, 
Ord Oct 22, Exam Nov 4 at 11 
Tree, EovanD Hayes, Gorleston, Suffolk, D: . Gt Yarmouth. Pet Oct 22. 


VAUGHAN, JomE, Merthyr Tydfil, Minister. Merthy Tydfil. Pet Oct 20. Ord 
Oct 20. Exam Novy 10 


Wacnonw DANIEL THOMAS, Ramagate, Greengrocer. Canterbury. Pet Oct 23. 
Ord Oct 28. Exam Nov 


WALKER, JOHN, Wolverton, * Buckingham, Baker. Northampton. Pet Oct 22. 


Ord Oct 22. Exam 
¢ ILLIAM . caeen, Ormakir: Music Dealer. Liverpool. 


k, Lancashire, 

Oct 23. Exam Nov 4 at 11 at Court house, Government 
Ee, Shoe Maker. Banbury. Pet Oct 21. Ord 
Cy ag ov 16 

, Deane Pet Sept 7. Ord Oct 20. 


GHT, JAMES, Hendon, Nurseryman. 
aime Exam Nov 17 at 11 at t'Towhall, Barne 
The following amended notice is substitated for that published in the 
a Gazette of Oct 22 
REED, 


RICHARD THEODORE, Swansea, no occupation. Swansea. Pet Oct 19. 
Ord Oct 20. Exam Nov 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ANDEROOH, CHARLES FRANCIS, Boston, Lincoln, Feather Purifier. Nov 4 at 12. 
Off Rec, 48, High st, Bosto 
ATKINSON, JOHN EpWarD, Shetield, Joiner. Nov 3 at 11.30. Off Rec, Figtree 
lane, Sheffield 
BaILLiz, WILLIAM EARNSHAW, and CHARLES KNOWLEs, Blackfriars rd, South- 
nama Ironmongers. Nov 8 at 11. Bankruptcy bldg Diliee E Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


BasTOx, ems, Rattlesden, Suffolk, Shopkeeper. Nov 2 at 12. Off Rec, 
icin as STEPHEN JOHN, Bingham, » Nottingham, Builder. Novéat 11. Off 


Ree, 1 h og Nostip 
oe " 1 Woot Norwood, Bootmaker. Nov4atili. 33, 


Care st, Lincoln’ 3 in 
Bouton, JULIA, gindale ni, Streatham, Widow. Nov itat 3. Off Rec, 109, 
Victoria st, Westminste 


Bowie, FRANCIS, College arenas, Lower Clapton, Builder. Nov 3at 2.80. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Brown, “i, Repor Newport. Mon, Carpenter. Nov 5 at 12.80, Off Rec, 12, Trede- 
P 
Bus, Jory, Gi - Bag Kent, Schoolmaster. Nov 4 at 11.80. Off Rec, High st, 


ester 
Burt, THORNTON, Bristol, Grocer. Nov 3at3. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
BUTTIFANT, ARCHIBALD GEORGE, King William st, Accountant, Nov 3at12, 38, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Quay, GEORGE WILLIAM, Faversham, Baker. Nov 5 at 10. 82,8t George’s st, 
Canterbury 


CoLrcock, WILLIAM Henry, Clifton, Ale Merchant. Nov 8 at 12.30. Off Rec, 
Bank chbrs, Bristol 


Davis, EDWIN CHARLES,  Revenpert, General Dealer. Nov4atii, Off Rec, 18, 
Frankfort st, Pk 


EatpinG, DANIEL, Fo ee Cook. Nov 3at3.30. 78, Sandgate rd, Folkestone 


EaSTERBROOK, WALTER, sep estate, Up: Knowle nr Bris Signal Maker. 
Nov 2 at 91.80. 98 and20, St Swithin's lane” rf 


ERBROOK, WALTER, and GEORGE — HANNAFORD, Bristol, 
Makers. Nov 2 at 11.30. 28 and 29, St Swithin’s lane 

pew anne, Ws Na eg OsBERT, Ruthin, Denbigh, Solicitor. Nov 2 at 12.80. Castle 

agg ha {sep estate), Sunderland, Fishmonger. Noy 3 at 3.30. Law 

, 82, John st, Sunderland 

mE 4 10MAS8, Smarden, Kent, Farmer. Nov 5 at 11. 382, 8t George’s st, 


Canterbury 


" , ROBE, Faversham, Ironmonger. Nov 5 at 10.30. 38, 8t George’s st, 
anter 


AFORD, GEORGE HENRY (sep estate), Terrace, Chiswick, Signal Maker. 
Nov 2 at11.80, 28 and me Berithin's’ lane . 


Hawton, EpMunp, port, Hants, Outfitter. Nov 4 at 12.30. Chamber of 
Commerce, 145, Cheapsid 


Hit, Henry Epwarp, Chee, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Nov 2 at 11.30, Off Reo, 3, 
ren st. Gt Grimsb 


y 
JOHN Fd oe Sutton, Surrey, » Photo her. Nov4ati2. Bankruptey 
oak ertugal st, Lincoln’s inn — 


tober Engstingiey, ¥ ks, Hotel Keeper. Nov 2 at 2 Off Reo, 
Southgate chbre, Wale ‘pra esy 

Hutme, WILLIAM, Worcester, , ve Nov 8atil. Off Reo, Worcester 

Svan, Jasces, Bristol, Clerk of Works. Nov 8 at 11.45. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 

Hvronsy. Maley Whitehorse rd, Thoengon heath, Tea Dealer. Nov Sat 3. 


Off ctoria st, Westmins' 
pores, J OmK WILLIAM, Morecambe ei Dealer in Fancy Goods. Nov 2?at 
Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st. Manchester 
fenin WiLian, B well, Nottingham, Baker. Nov 8 at11. Off Reo, 1, High 
vemen 
lay, ¥en Hicualet: sf Lorts, Model Maker, Nov 80st2, O8 Ran oa, Fak 
Imex, Guonon, Dewsbury, Yorks, Mason. Nov8 at4. Off Reo, Bank chbdrs, 
sy) 
meron, , Aromas, Sheffield, Hornoutter. Nov 8 at 12, Off Rec, Figtree jane, 


poscrece, JA estate, Sunderland, Fishmonger. Nov 3 at 3. Law 
y, 32, John nay Sunderland * 


ay Farrer G Sunderland, Fishmongers, 

a a so 
Pappock, W. Salop, Farmer. Nov 8 at 11.90. County court, 
_ it Briton Ferry, Glam, Moulder. Nov 5at10. Castle Hotel, Neath 

,. ks Upton, Notts, Farmer, Nov 8 at 8. Off Reo, 1, High 


neon sae Whiteerith, Nov 8 atti, Of Reo, St Andrew's chbrs, 
k row, 





ak Grocer, Nov 4at 12. Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
tonalea, Jotarm: Tissen, Gialte, Rasicnebaie Nov 4 at 10.30. Off Rec, Dudley 
Rosson, GzorGeE, Liverpool, Contractor. Nov 8 at3. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
ROYLE, JouN, Sheffield, Butcher. Nov8ati, Off Reo, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
pentncen, Masks EARNS. Novéatii. Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Portugal 


Of 
SHORTLAND i Nov 2 at 12. Reo, 


nies, Hose, Nottingham, Bootmaker. Nov 3 at 12. Off Reo, 1, High 


pxaafa’ Siriaas Heworth, Northampton, Farmer. Nov6at3. 2% Friar 


TaYLor, Sent, bfildenhall, Suffolk, Coach Builder. Nov 4 at 12. Guildhall, 


var es Pein room, Tle, See. Nov 4 at 12. 2, 


TLLIAM, New Cheshire, Cigar Merchant. Nov 3 
mon ao ese Hagilton pot . Nov 6 at 12, Off Rec, New- 


Vavonsx, JouN, Merthyr Tydfil, Minister. Nov 8 at 1. Off Reo, Merthyr 
W. ALEXANDER, Oxford st, Furrier. at12. Bankruptcy bidgs, Por- 
wees Sueur Gascon s pe bck Ge Nov 2 at 2. New 
wean ote, Restor 
Mary ‘A Maria ELIZaBEeru, 

Nov iéatii. Law May ng 
Horfield, is Lam Seater, albot cbr Shrewsbury 
Youna, EDWanD, Dewsbury, Yorks, Dyer. Nov 3 at 3. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Benres, Bean AbETE, Rettlesden, Gutell, Ghepheqper. Bury St Edmunds. Pet 


0 
Rane, Symase. Bootle, nr Liverpool, Commission Agent. Liverpool. Pet Sep 
Buisuaw, Koseet, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Oct 16. Ord 
Buxser, J ‘Jas W. and os EpWwarD BENNETT, Leeds, Merchants. 
it 28. Ord Oct 
Bannon Wi Wnsux Laue, Seana Streatham, Commercial Clerk. Wands- 


Pet Sept 23. Ord Oct 21 
BiLacksvusn, Jouy, Leeds, Miner. am Pet Oct 21. Ord Oct 22 


Booxys, Joux Guonax, Nottingham, Deager, Nottingham. Pet Oct 19. Ord 
-— ARTHUR, Old Kent rd, Timber Merchant. High Court. Pet Oct 4. 
Bacey, Jousre, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Painter. Bolton. Pet Oct 2. Ord 
, CHARLES, Exeter, Stationer. Exeter. Pet Oct 23. Ord Oct 23 
Baowy, Gzonae, Newport, Mon, Carpenter, Newport, Mon. Pet Oct 21. Ord 
Busi, JouN, Gilling%iam, Kent, Schoolmaster. Rochester. Pet Oct 21. Ord Oct 21 
Burt, THorNTON, Bristol, Grocer. Bristol. Pet Oct 20. Ord Oct 22 
Ces ee Epwakb, Burghfield, Berks, Farmer. Reading. Pet Sept 
CoNoLLY, SusannaH, Lowestoft, Smackowrer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Sept 24. 
Cook, Francis, Luton, Beds, Straw Hat Maker. Luton. Pet Oct7. Ord Oct 23 
Draces, Apesran; Orubsed Friars, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet Aug 
Sonn, and Couce Seay x inom, Onley, Worcestershire, Fender Makers. 
Fosrar, GEORGE, Builder, Cardiff, Pet Oct 28. Ord Oct 23 
Hit1s, Jonn, Faversham, Bootmaker. Canterbury. Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 22 
Hota, Cuantan Aivenn, Fie ot, Bane, Wine Meeheg, Barnsley. Pet 


i 
JAMES, JOHN WILLIAM, Morecambe, Lancashire, Fancy Goods Dealer. Preston. 
Pet Uct 7. Ord Oct 22 


Joun, CHARLES, Cardiff, Hat Manufacturer. Cardiff. Pet Oct 5. Ord Oct 22 
Kinxyoop, Guones, Cumberland, Anctionser. Cockermouth and Workington. 


Ord Oct 22 
KNIGHT, eee, 
Pet 


ren BENNETT, 


SO ee eee 
=, Coiegen, Subee, Lemans Veen, Great 

ma, WILLIAM BaTox, Howden, Yorkshire, Draper Kingston on Hull. 
Monge, ZaaDEns, CK, Norwich, Ticket Writer. Norwich. Pet Oct 2% Ord 
Jaton, Bedtordahire, Gteaw Hat Manataetarer. Luton. Pet 


Muwnpay, 
Mernune Sous Guana Masten, Bestusiow. Exeter. Pet Oct’. Ord Oct 21 
Tyne, Cattle Salesman. Newoastle on 


song jie ERS Greenwich. Pet Oct 2. 


Carlisle, Milliner. Carlisle. Pet Oct 18. Ord Oct 23 
Panvoce, Wain Ol Caynton, nr Newport, Farmer. Stafford. Pet Oct 14. 


Pans, Eowand Josuva, Cardi, Colliery Agent. Candi. Pet Sept @ Ord 
punean Cbssann: Contith Sinilanen. tuadeicumenaenls Ord Oct 21 
Precious, Jon, Wetherby, Iankeeper. York. Pet Oct #0. Ord Oct et 
A, 1, RRP asin ae abaygAA ¥ 
18, Oct 
Rongrts, Epwarp, Mon, Grocer, Newport, Moa. Pet Oct 2. Ord 
Rosuare, JoskrH, Tipton, Stafford, Boot Maker. Duty. Pet Oct 11. Ord 
Ronnpog, Sear , Gt Hallingbury, Essex, Farmer. Hertford. Pet Sept a. 
Seaxom, SANUEL Bury, Leeds, Hackle Maker Leeds, Pet Oct . Ord 
I be, Lowestoft, Sufclk, Gmeckownen, @t Yarmouth. Pet 
eee ton, Derby, Builder, Derby, Pet Sept 3 Ord 


Trent, Glass Dealer. Nov@atii. Off Rec, 1" |. 
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YIOR, , Mildenhall, Coachbuilder. Bury St Ed ds. Pet Oct 19. | 
TaTOraOe _ say | CONTENTS. 
Va } Merthyr Tydfil, Minister. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Oct 20. Ord 
avo deta Ford rd, Trimming Manufacturer. High Court. Pet | CURRENT TOPIOS. cece sccccccssececs OBITUARY ...0.. .ccecese oes oo cccces 
wastes: + £Ors + Walmer, Kent, Backsmith. Canterbury. Pet | Tus GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS.. Law STuDENTS’ FORMAL sanasnnose 
Womens, Dasen Wit atsau ix Avoverus, Dursley, Gloucestershire, Watchmaker. 
SL Sep abgh Warten 1 Tyldesley, Lancashire, Beerseller. Bolton. Pet Oct 20. 
. mE, JOHN BENNETT, Horficld, Gloucester, Farmer. Bristol. Pet Oct 15. Ord 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. j 
Atrrep Horeate, ww er Bn a fee Liverpool, | ‘Tue Bruts of SALE ACT, 1982 .... 


Rosser, 
» Wateh Manufacturers. Liverpool. June 1@, Annul 


; SECRECY. SECURITY. 


AT? THE 


“CHANCERY LANE oars. DEPOSIT. 


7 [LARGER TNTERIOR OF ONE Cr SAFE UEPOSIT POSIT ROOMS. } fis. tt ati : 
Your ~ FiRst | N — ew f SECOND 
SH: — =|} NICHT WATCH 
Jewelry andj ‘re By Ths PT ow PATROL DUTY 
Property | : 
safe from 


Burglar or 
Thief. 











OE OOe HO OREE ES RE seseee 




































































Under your 
own Lock: 
and Key. 





VIEW OF A STRONG ROOM FITTED WITH SAFES. 


SAFES from 1 to 5 Guineas. STRONG ROOMS from 7 to 80 Guineas per Annum. 


GUARDED NIGHT AND DAY. 
WRITING, TELEPHONE, AND WAITING ROOMS FOR LADIES AND GENTLEMEN. 





The Public are invited to inspect this Valuable Stronghold ; Oard of Admission post-free on application to the Hanmer 


61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. ® 








| oo. es = 


Se oo ! ‘| COPYING BOOKS. 


hildren.” To Her Ma 
, Corporation of London, &c. HOWARD'S PATENT, 


was | ROBES rom Qvgen's cotnseL axp sannisvens, St¥onger and more durable than any 
‘ SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. | Letter Copying Books now made 
Law Wigsand Gowns tor Registrars, Town Oleris, | re (COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROF. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UAIVERSHTY AND CLERGY GOWNS. Prion List vrow Arriicatiow 
ESTABLISHED 1689, eee 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON.  WODDERSPOON & G6 





H. Scuwereres £ (o.. 10, Adama... Strand, London, Ww. ~. hdr water ag Rein | elsewhere see Mr. LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 
Pe eee Ore LIBULS, Great _ EH 
Bezoven or BIRMINGHAM. =r. BPs Nec cs, “i _ PPRBHEOLD GROUND RuN?, 


sen Si OME for the <8 ret and UURE | ions Bm a x0 car, will be told 
The Treasurer accept ’ ri 
and upwards, on © of the Leal fiaten, wtb per ham —‘Te pole eatgbli Shot House, Twicken- | sa Oe ot 
cent. per annum, repsyable on pom denne DS sa . lesex licensed ieee BS ENT, Oare 
on six months’ only, cam» rms 
lawn tennis court, _ 
}. ether personally or by letter, to be a 5; aha 
 "WALLYAM'®. HUGHES, Treasurer. WAITE, F.B.CS. : oe Beet Tae 


, * D House, | Mesers, Muwron & ’ 














